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1 . INTRODUCTION - 

• ' N - 

The High School and Bdyond First Follow-Up survey was conducted during 

the spring of 1982 as the first of a^series of planned resurveys of the 

students and schools selected ,in the Base Year survey. This report provides 

inf orm&tion - that fully documents major technical aspects of the First Follow- 

- ■ 4 

Up sample selection and implementation , describes the weighting procedures, 



X 



examines the possible impact of nonresponse on sample estimates, and^ evaluates 
the precision of estimates derived from the sample. 

A thorough understanding of the First Follow- Up sample design requires 
familiarity with the Base Year design. The present report reviews the Base 
Year sample design but does not discuss it in detail. Readers who want more 

f ^detailed information about the Base Year sample should " consult the High School 

* 1 * 

and Beyond Base Year Sanjple Design Report. In particular, readers* not 

T 

# r ^ 

familiar with the Base Year school and student selection procedures may wish 

A 

to review the construction of the sampling frame, selection procedures, 
replacement and substitution procedures for ineligible and noncooperating 
schools, and Base Year weighting procedures. 

1.1 6Wrview of High School and Beyond 
1 . K 1 NCES 1 Longitudinal Studies Program' 

The mandate of the National Center f or ^Education Statistics (NCES 
includes the responsibility to "collect and disseminate- statistics and other 
data related to education in the United States" and to "conduct and publish 

i 

reports on specific analyses of the meaning and significance of such s tatis- 

-» ) 

tics" (Education Amendments of 1974 — Public Law 93-380, Title V, Section 501, 
amending Part A of the General Education Provisions Aqt). 

\ 
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1 Martin R. Frankel, Luane Kohnke, David Buonanno, and Roger 
Tourangeau, Sample Design Report (Chicago: NtoRC, 1981). 



Consistent with this mandate and in response to the ne^d for policy- 
relevant, time-series data on a nationally representative sample of high 
school students, NCES ins ti tuted "the National Longitudinal Studies (NLS) 
program, a continuing long-term - effort / The general aim of the NLS^ program is 
to study the educational, vocational, and personal development of high schot>l 
students arfc^ the personal ,^f ami lial, social, institutional, and culturdl 
factors that ifiay affect that development. , 



v. 

The NLS prpgt^n^ was planned ,to utilize time-series data bases in two 

s surveyed at regular i nte 
and (2) comparable data is obtained from successive cohorts, permitting 

} ' ' - • 

studies of trends relevant to educational and career development and societal 
roles* The NLS program, thus far, consists of two major studies: The 
National Longitudinal Study of the High School 'Class of 1972 (NLS-72) and High, 
School and Beyond (HS&B). The latter study included a sophomore as well- as a 

senior cohort. * ' l 

t \ ■ 

p 

^NJ^S-72 began with the collection of comprehensive Base Year data frfim^ 
over 22,000 high ^school senioirs in the spring of 1972. Four Fo*Llow-Up surveys 



:onort is sur 1 



ways: ( 1 ) each cohort is surveyed at regular intervals over a span of years, 

/ — 



we 



re conducted in the fall and winter of 1972, 1974, 1976, and 1979, using a 



combination of maLi surveys and personal and telephone interviews. 

* % i . 

HS&B was designed to inform Federal and ^state policy in the decade of 
the 1980s. It began in 1980 with .the collection of Base Year data on high 
school seniors and sophomores. The First Follow-Up study was conducted in the 

^ 

sprang of 1982; and the second^is scheduled for the spring of 1984. 

1 ; 1 • 2' Brief Description of the HS&B Base Year survey 

r ♦ 
The HS&B Base Year survey was conducted in the spring of 1980. The 

survey utilized a highly stratified national probability sample of over 1,100 

secondary schools as the first-stage unfits of selection. In the second stage, 
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36 seniors and 36 sophomores- were selected per school (in schools with fewer 
than 36 in either of these groups, all eligible students were included). Over 
30,000 sophomores and 28,000 seniors enrolled in 1,015 public and private high 
schools across the country participated' in the Base Year survey* 'Student 
questionnaires focused on individual and family background, high school 

expediences, work experiences, and plans for the future. Students were? also 

/ 

given cognitive tests to measure a variety of abilities. 

School questionnaires, filled out by principals or school 
administrators, provided information about enrollment, staff," educational 
programs, facilities and services, dropout rates, and special progVams for 
handicapped and disadvantaged students* Teachers filled put cheeky sts in 
which they commented on the abilities, behavior, and attitudes of stucfen£s^ 
participating in the survey. A parent questionnaire, with questions on. plans 
for postsecondary education, was mailed' to the parejats of a subsample of 
students. 

1.1.3 Brief Overview of HS&B First Fol low-Up Survey 

The First Follow-Up survey, conducted in 1982, included subsamples of 
nearly 30,000 sophomore cohort and 28,000 senior cohort representatives * ) 
selected from the Base Year survey samples. Sophomore cohort questionnaires 
fqcused on school experiences and plans for f urth^er^/educatlon or work 
following high school. Senior cohort questionnaires focused on postsecondary 

education and work. Sophomore cohort sample members were retesteel with the 

<> 

same cognitive test used "in' the Base Year survey, but seniors were not ■ 
retested. Schools where sophomore cohort students were still enrolled or to 
whic<h they had transferred en ma§se were asked to complete a school 
questionnaire. k ■ 



% 

i 

1.2 Overview of Chapters 2 through 5 

Chapter 2 summarizes the Base Year sample selection' procedures and > 
describes in detail the First Pollow-Up procedures/ It describes the sub- 
sampling plan that was adopted and shows the allocation of cases to sample 
cells in the sophomore and senior cohorts. -Base Year sample stratification 
and sample allocations are also summarized. fc 

( Chapter 3 describes the calculation of sample case weights that adjust 

for differential probabilities of selection anh. for nonresponse wi thin weight- 
zing cells. In order to provide full technical information, the fionresponse 
adjustment factors for all weighting cells are included** in Appendices 1 and 2. 

Chapter 4 examines the possible impact of survey nonresponse, a 

«■ 

potential source of bias. The amount of bias depends on the proportion of. 

nonrespondents and the magnitude of any difference between respondents and 

nonrespondents on variables of interest. Unfortunately, it is seldom possible 

to estimate accurately the amount of bias because, although the proportion of 

nonrespondents is known, there is usually no satisfactory way to estimate the 

difference between respondents and nonrespondents. Panel surveys, however, 
f 

often are able to obtain estimates of nonres^nse bias based on the character- 
istics of sample members who participated' in one wav^ but" were nonrespondents 
to the other wave. Chapter 4 presents the results of a comparison between 
Base Year refusing schools and their substitutes, a comparison of Base Year 
responding students and nonresponding students, and a description of 
nonresponse rates among various subclasses of the First Follow-Up sample. 

Chapter 5- describes procedures for commuting sampling err9rs and de- 
sign effects. The High School and Beyond sample, because it is a clustered, 

stratified, and disproportionately allocated sample, presents some special 

I 

difficulties in estimating actual sampling errors . Chapter 5 discusses the. 

* 
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apprpach NORC has taken to this problem and presents the results of two 

methods of computing sampling errors on a representative set of 'sample 

estimates* Sampling errors and design effects are presented for a^represen- 

■ * / 

\ ♦ 

tative set of estimated proportions and for estimated mean scores on selected 
achievement tests , both for the entire sample and for important domains or 
subgroups. Design effects obtained from the Firs^ Follow- Up sample are 
compared to those obtained from the Base Year sample. Finally, several "rules 
of thumb" - are offered for estimating standard errors under various 
circumstances. ) 
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2. SAMPLE DESIGN 

This -ch&pt^r reviews briefly the Base Year sample design and then 

V ' / ' 

describes the sample design for the First Follow-Up survey. During the High 

i 

School and Beyond Base Ye?ir surve^^. conducted in 1980, a national, probability 

V • -J 

sample of 1,015 high schools was selected. These schoo-ls served ast first - 

stage units (clusters) for the ultimate selection of a national probability 

I 

sample ,pf high school students . Sample case wei ghts were calculated for each 

school and *ach student such that the weighted samples of schools^jaeK'of 

student^ project to' the universe of eligible U.S. high schools and the 

universe of eligible students • The weights adjust for differential prob- 

abilities of selection and for differential /response "rates , both at the school 

level and at -the student level % « A probabi li t}\_3ample Of approximately 7,000 

parents of participating students was also selected in order to study .the 

financing of -postsecondary education. This sample was weighted to represent 

1 

the universe of eli'gible students from which the parents were selected. 

The Fir^t Follow-Up survey, conducted in 1982, retained the t^isic 
sample design of the Base Year survey. All s'tudents selected for the Base 
Year survey had a nonzero probability of retention in the First Follow-Up 
sample. All sophomore Cohort sample members still in school were retained 

with certainty. Sophomore cohort sample members no longer in school were sub- 

«■ 

sampled as described in 2.2.2.2 below. Senior cohort students were subsampled 
so as to retain with greater probability certain policy-relevant subgroups, 
for example, students irl private schools, high-achieving minority students, 



1 See High School and ^Beyond Parent Questionnaire Codebook (dhicago: 
NORC, 1981) for further details on the selection and weighting of this sample, 
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A further subsample of approximately 18,000 of the sophomore cohort 
students retained* fpr the First Follow-Up was selected as a sample base for a 
study of high school student transcripts. The sample design and weighting 
procedures for this sample are described in chapter 6* The Base Year sample 
design is described in more detail in 2.1 ancj the First Follow-Up design* in 2.£. 

1 

2.1 Base Year Sample Design 

In the Base Year survey a stratified, disproportionate probability 

sample of 1,122 schools was initially selected from a .sampling frame of 24,725 
2 

high schools. Within each selected school, 36 seniors and 36 sophomores were 
randomly chosen. In those schools with fewer than 36 seniors or 36 
sophomores, all eligible students were drawn in the sample. School? were 
included on the sampling frame if they had sophomores, or seniors (or both) 
enrolled in 1980. Schools were selected from the frame with probabilities 
proportional to the average of the estimated enrollment in their 10th and 12th 
grades. (The average equaled the total number of sophotaores plus t^^|total 
number of seniora in the school, divided by two.) The sampling rate for each 
stratum was set so as to select in each stratum the number of schools needed 
£o satisfy study design criteria regarding minimum sample sizes for certain 
types of schools. As a result, some schools had a very high probability of 
inclusion in the sample (in some cases equal to 1.0) while others had a very 
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For a complete description of the Base Year sample design see Martin 
R. Frankel, Luane Kohnke, David Buonanno, and Roger Tourangeau, Sample Design 
Report (Chicago: NORC, 1981). ' 4 L 

* 

The sampling frame , defined ad the universe of high schools in the 
United States, was obtained from the , 1978 list* of U.S. elementary and 
secondary schools 'of the Curriculum Information Center* a private firm. This 
was supplemented by the NCES lists of public and private elementary and 
secondary schools- Any school listed in any of these files that contained* 
either a 10th grade or 12th grade or both was made part of the frame.- 

12 
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low probability of inclusion. Substitution was carried out for schools that 
refused to participate in the survey and was carried out only within 
strata.'^ In certain cases no substitution was possible because a school was 

. / ■ . 

the sole member of its stratum. There was no substitution for students who 

s? - 1 ' - 

refused , whose parents 'reused , or tfho were absent on Survey Day and make-up „ 
days. The- allocation and realization of the sample of schools by major strata 
(school types) is shown in Table 2.1. Th^ allocation and realization of the 
sample of students by the same major strata and by coh ort is shown in Table 
2-2- Table 2.3 shows the composition of the Base Year sample of students by 
selected classification variables. The percentages shown are unweighted % 
figures. 



2.2 First Follow- Up Sample Design 

The First Follow-Up sample is a probability subsample of the Base Year 
sample. It retains the essential features of a multi-stage/ stratified, and 
clustered design. The following sections (2.2.1, 2.2.2, and 2.2.3) describe 
the First Follow-Up sample of schools, of sophomore cohort students, and of 
senior cohort students. 

2*. 2.1 First Follow-Up Sample of Schools 

The First Follow-Up sample design did not involve any subsampling at 
the school level. The Base Year probability sample of 1,015 schools was 
retained intact for the First Follow-Up survey. However^ for practical and 
administrative reasons, a number of sample schools wer£ not asked to complete 



1 

Apart from substitution for schools that refused, there were a number 
of schools in the originally-drawn sample that were " out-of -scope, " failing to 
fit the criteria for inclusion in the sample. The sample was then augmented 
through selection of an additional, school for each out-of -scope school, within 
major strata. Most of the QHt-tof -scope schools were area vocational schools, 
having no enrollment of their own, although they were listed in the frame as 
having enrollments . 
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TABLE 2. 1 
t 



School sample allocatiojj and realization: 


High School 


. and Beyond Base 


Year 


— y 


Es timated 


Drawn in 


Cooperated 


'in student survey activities 










Stratum 


Stratum size 
• 


sample 




Original 


Substitute 






Total 




oclcC L.JL Olio 


JOTAL 


2TC174 


1 , 1 22 


1,015 


81 1 


204 


Regular public a 


1 5, 633 


808 v 


735 


585 


150 


Alternative public* 5 


290 


50 


45 ' 


41 


4 


Cuban public 0 


20 


20 


1 1 


> 

1 1 




Other Hispanic public 0 ' 


445 1 


1 06 


102 - 


7^ 


30 


Regular Catholic d 


1 , 468 


48 


45 


40 


5 


Black Catholic 0 


\ 131 


30 


30 


23 


7 t 


Cuban Catholic 0 


15 


10." 


9 \> 


7 


2 


High performance private e 


15 


12 


11 f 


V 9 

r 2 3 


2 


Other non-Catholic private 


d 3,157 


38 


27 


4 



Estimated as the sum of the school-level weights for each school type. 

a Stratified by nine census divisions; racial composition; enrollment; central- 
city, ^suburban, rural. 

^Alternative schools were defined as those in which a significant portion of a 
student's time is sp^nt in non-classroom activities* 



These schools were defined as those having 30 percent or more of enrollment from 



.the indicated subgroup. 

^Stratified by four census regions 



e High performance private schools were defined as the 12 private schools with the 
highest percentage of graduating seniors who were National Merit Scholarship semir- 
finalists f vsubject to the following conditions: (1) the 1978 senior class had to graduate 
40 or more students; and (2) no more than one school could be selected from a 'single 
state • Of the 12 schools selected in this stratum, one was Catholic and the rept non- 
Catholic. 
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' - TABLE 2.2 

Student sample allocation and realization: High Schopl and Beyond Base Year 



< 

Stratum 


Estimated 


dumber 


Number 


stratum size 


selected 


realized 




Sophomore cohort * : 


y \ 


'-9 


TOTAL 

1 


3,780,000 


35,723 


30,030 


"D a m liar r\\ i V\ 1" "\ r* 


j , zo / f uiy u 


ZO , I J -7 


a OO 111 
ZZ ,111 

V 


Alternative public * 


33 f ooo 


1 , 388 


899 


Cuban public 


16,000 


397 - 


319 


Ohhpr Hi q v\z\ x\ \ r* nnh 1 "i r* 

W UHCI 1 1 JL O JfM3L 1 1 JL fcrXJLkJ JL J. 




-J , DUJ 




Regular Catholic - 


213,000 


1 , 604 


1,517 


Black Catholic 


16,000 V*" 


1 , 070 


' 989 


Cuban Catholic 


2,000 


325 


302 


High performance private 


1,000 


396 t 


349 


Other non-Catholic private 


125,000 


739 


632 


Senior cohort ^ 


fcoTAL 


3,040,000 „ 


34,981 


28/240' 


Regular public 


2,617,000 


25 , 52 1 


) 20,637 


Al te rna ti ve pub li c 


27,000 


' ,1 ,435 


910 


Cuban public 


11,000 


393 


314 


Other Hispanic public 


78,000 .. 


, 3,570 


2,817 


Regular Catholic 


186,000 


. 1,596 


1 ,426 


Black Catholic 


13,000 


1 ,074 


968 


Cuban dfeffholic 


2,000 


324 


293 


High performance private 


2,000 


395 


324 


Other non-Catholic private 


104,000 
— 


673 


551 




> 

1 







J 
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TABlyE 2.3 

Sample composition by selected classification. variables: 
High School and Beyond Base Year 



) 

i 


Senior 


cohort 


- 

Sophomore 


cohort 


v- XaSS JL -L JL L.d U JL vJll VeirAcxDJL© 










and subgroup 
* 


Number 


Percent 


Number 


Percent 


TOTAL SAMPLE 


28,249 


100.0 

- 


30,030 


100.0 


Sex: 










Male 


12', 907 


45.7 


13,382 - 


44.6 


Female 


1 4,086 


49.9 


14,51 1 


48. 3 


Missing 


1 ,247 


4.4 


2, 1 37 


7.1 


Kdce/ ctnnici uy * \ 




- 






Hispanic 


3 , 1 7 7 


11.-2 


3,521 


11.7 * 


Non-Hispanic j 










Black 


3,775 


13.4 


4,064 


13.5 


White 


19,852 


70,3 


20, 815 


69.3 


American, Indian/Alaskan 










Native 


21 7 


0.8 


278 


0.9 


* Asian or Pacific Islander 


365 


1 .3 


323 


1 . 1 


Other 


854 


3.0 

• 


1 , Q29' 


3.4 


Curriculum (self -reported ): 








* 


Academic or college preparatory 


10,532 


37.3 


9,941 


33. 1 


General 


10,293 


36.4 


1 3,417 


44.7 


Vocational : 










Agri cultural occupations 


792 


2.8 


856 


2.9 


«• Business or office 










occupations 


2,703 


9.6 


2,007 


6. 7 


Distributive education^ 


603 


2.1 


519 


1 .7 


Health' occupations 


329 


1 . 2 


387 


1.3 


Home economics occupations 


397 


1 .4 


488 


1 .6 


Techni ca 1 occupa ti ons 


562 


2.0 


517 


1.7 . 


Trade or industrial 










occupations 


1 ,573 


5.6 


1 , 225 


4. 1 


Missing 


456 

• 


1 .6 


673 


2.2 


Socioeconomic status composite: 










Lowest quartile 


8,409 


29.8 


• 8,245 


27.5' 


Middle two quartiles 


1 2,801 


45.3 


1 3,591 


45. 3 




fi 1 on 


.£1.-7 


O, Qui 


00 


Missing 


850 


. 3.0 


1 , 393 


4.6 


Region: 










Northeast 


5/789 


2D. 5 


6, 248 


20.8 


North Central 


8,002 


28.3 


8,575 


28.6 


South 


9,309 


33.0 


9,679 


32.2 


West 


5,14*> 


18.2 


5,528 


18.4 


Missing 


0 


0 


0 


0 
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a First Follow-Up school questionnaire* There were 40 such schools: 11 had 

it 

no 1980 sophomores, 5 had merged wiNfeh other schools klready in the probability 
sample, 17 were junior high schools or schools that had closed since the Base 

y 

Year survey, sending all their 1980 students to a .single "target schools" and 
7 had closed and sent their 1980 students to a largg* number of geographically 
dispersed schools. The 17 "target schools" that had received pools of Base 
Year students were added to the lisK of schools to be surveyed, but these 
schools were not considered part of the probability sample and were not 
weighted. Thus, 975 of the 1,015 schools Ln the Base Year probability sample 
were contacted for the First Follow-Up survey. Of these, 956 (98 percent) 
completed a First Follow-Up school questionnaire. An additional 17 "target 
'schools" (not members of the probability sample) were ^contacted to provide 
school questionnaire data that can be used as contextual data for the students 
whyp transferred to these schools. Sixteen (94 percent) of these schools 
completed a school questionnaire. 

2.2.2 Sophomore Cohort Sample Design r 

The sample design for the sophomore cohort established different 
probabilities of retention in the First Follow-Up sample for different 

categories of students • The following sections describe these sampling plans 

\ 

and their rationale* 

2.2.2. 1. Currently Enrolled Students 

All sophomore cohort students selected for the Base Year sample were 
retained with certainty for the Fi^st Follow-Up sample if they were still 
enrolled in their Base Year schools at the time of the First Follow-Up survey 
Day at the school. Students who transferred as a class to a different school 
were considered to be currently enrolled if their original school had been a j 
junior high school, had closed, or had merged with another school. Students 

1 17 
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who had transferred individuals to other schools, as well as those who had 
dropped out or graduated early, were treated as "school leavers" for purposes 
of sampling- 

The decision to retain with certainty all students still enrolled in 
the same school was influenced by the fact that the field plan called for 
group administration of the questionnaire and test to students still in 
school. This meant that any savings £rom subsampling "in-school" students 
would be small . In contrast, the advantages that would accrue to retaining 
the large in-school sample would be substantial. 

2*2,2.2 School Leavers 

Among those no longer in school ajnc\ those who had transferred as 

individuals to otlT&r schools, certain categories of persons were selected with 

« 

certainty in order to retain sufficient numbers of them in the sample to carry 

out important policy analyses. Others were subsampled at varying rates. 

/ 

Subsampling rates for the "school leavers" are shown in Table 2.4. Person 
included in two or more sampling categories that had different subsampling 

s 

rates were sampled only at the higher rate. Table 2#5 shows the sophomore 
cohort sample allocation* by school type and student status. 

2.2.3 Senior Cohort Sample Design 

/ The goal of the First Follow-Up senior cohort sample design was to 
reduce the overall size of the Sample while at the same time retaining 
sufficient numbers of sample members in certain subgroups to allow important 
policy analyses. A sample of Base Year nonrespondents w^s included in the 
subsample in order to provide the basis for estimating any Possible bias in 
sample estimates due to Base Year student-level nonresponse. 

The First Follow-Up senior cohort sample consists of 11,995 selections 
from the Base Year sample. This total includes 11,500 selections from ampng 

16 
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^ TABLE x 2 . 4 

High School and Beyond First Fol low-Up sample 
retention rates for school > leavers : Sophomore -cohort • ••• 



Sampling category 


Retention rate 


Twin/sibling* 


1 .0 


Cuban 

* 


r ■ ' ' ' 1.0 


Puerto Rican 


1 .0 


k Asian / *V 


1.0 r— 


American Indian * 


r.o 


School dropout 


1 .0 


Non*-Hispanic black, 


0.7 


Non-Cuban, non-Pueirto Rican Hispanic 


0.6 


Non-Hi spani c, non -black 


■ 0.3 

f 

K 0.1 


Base Year non-participant 


* 

Twins/siblings were retained with 
the pair had participated in the Base Year 


certainty only if both members of 
survey. 


TABLE 2. 


5 


High School and Beyond First Follow-Up 
sample allocation: Sophomore cohort ' 


/ 


Student Status 



Currently* Early 
School type enrolled Dropout Transfer graduate Total 



TOTAL 


25, 150 


2,601 


1,290 


696 


29,737 


Regular public 


18,684 • 


1 , 932 


796 


493 


21 ,905 


Alternative public 


672 


184 


58 


39 


953 


Cuban public ' . 


220 


52 


17 


30 


319 


Other Hispanic public 


2,375 


336 


1 21 


86 


2,91 8 


Regular Catholic 


1 372 ' 


19 


57 


10 


1 ,458 


Black Catholic 


780 


- 32 


128 


1 1 


951 


Cuban Catholic 


252 


15 


25 


8 


300 


High performance private 


336 


0 


15 


4 


355 


Other non-Catholic private . 


459 


31 


73 /• 


15 

* 


578 



*Currently enrolled in Base Year (other related) school. 
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the 28,240 Base Year participants and 495 selections from among the 6,741 Base 
Year non-participants (students who were enrolled in 1980 in schools^Srtjich, 
participated in the Base Year and who were selected to participate^ but^ did not 
respond to the 1980 questionnaire). In addition, 204 non-sampled co-twins or _ 
triplets (not part of the probability sample) were included in the First 
Fol low-Up survey. 

To select this sample, B^se Year sample members were first cEftssi f ied 




into selection cells according %o Base Year participation status aj^J^ trier 

) 

relevant characteristics as shown in Table 2.6. (Cell definitions ^|re shown 
in the > footnotes to the table.) Selection cells were established in 
consultation .wlirhr NCES and in light of the sample sizes needed to support 
important policy analyses. *In all cells not marked with an asterisk, Base 
Year sample members were retained for the First Follow-Up sample with 
certainty. Students in cells marked with an asterisk were subsampled. 
Subsampling was carried out with probabilities proportional to Base Year 
weights in order to, reduce the impact of disproportionate selection on whole 
sample efficiency. 

The sample of 495 students was selected from the pool of 6,741 B$se 
Year nonrespondents in two stages. First, 404 schools were selected with 
probabilities based upon the number of nonrespondents and Base Year sampling 
weights,. From the 404 selected schools, individual nonrespondents were 

Selected by sequence number from the original Base Year sample rosters. A 

\ 

jingle selection was made ip 318 schools; in 86 schools, two or more non- 
respondents were selected. 

Table 2.6 displays the number of Fii?e>^ Fol low-Up sample selections 
allocated to each cell of the sample design and the marginal number of cases 
realized in each sample subgroup. 

Table 2.7 shows the composition of the sophomore and senior cohort 
First Follow-Up sample by selected classification variables. 

20 



TABLE 2.6 



Sample allocation and realization for senior cohort; 
High School and Beyond First Follow-Up 



Base Year data avai lable 



1 i 

> Subgroup 


* 

Twin 
data 


Parent 
data 


* 

Twin and 
parent data 


N^i^ther twin 
nor 
parent data 


Total(b) 
selected 


Total 
realized 


Base Year participants: 














Hispanic (a) 






- 








High achievement (c) 


4 


70 


2 


583 


659 


626 


Others 


15 


264 


* 5 , 


1,557* 


1 ,841 


1 ,705 


Asian 


3 


, 72 


0 


'\ 479 


554 


516 


American Indian 


2 


21 


1 ■ 


184 


208 


1 92 


Black * 1 














High achievement (c) 


7 


73 


0 


474 


554 


521 


Others 


36 


307 


4 


2,099* 


2, 446 


2,265 


White * 














Low SES/high 


i 












achievement (d) 


0 


63 


1 ' 


45 2' 


516 


500 


Other 


1 68 


1 ,465 


(f) • 2V 


2, 460* 


4, 1 14^| 




Missing data (e) 


17 


27 


0 


356* 


400 > 


4,490 


All others* , 


3 


86 


J ° 


1 1 9* 


208J 




Base Year non-participants 


0 


0 


0 


495 


495* 


412 


PROBABILITY SAMPLE 














TOTAL 


255 


2, 448 


34 


9, 258 


1 1 ,995 


1 1 , 227 


Non-Sampled Co -twins 


204- 


0 


0 


0 


204 


192 


TOTAL IN SURVEY 


459 


. 2,448 


• 

34 


9,258 


12, 199 


1 1 ,419 



IC 



These cells were subsampled. 

(a) Includes Hispanic supplement of 1,500 students. 

(b) Includes USARC supplement of 200 additional high-achieving males with no college 
plans. The total sample size for this subgroup is 947. 

■y 

(c) High^-achievement for Black and Hispanic students is defined as having a composite High 
Scho<il and Beyond test score above the weighted mean for the entire population. 

(d) Among Whites, low SES is defined as the lowest quartile of the ''composite SES score 
distribution for the entire population. High achievement is defined as a composite High 
School and Beyond test score in the highest quartile for the entire population.^ 

(e) Cases in this row are Whites who are missing data on either the composite SES score or 
the composite High School and Beyond test score. 

(f) Cases in this cell include: (1) all 1,305 students whose parents provided data and 
wlto reported in 1980 that their main activity after high school would involve 

pos tsecondary education; and (2) approximately 160 seXections from th£ group of 875 v 
"other Whites" with parent data who had no plans f or postsecondary education and thus 
were not reselected with certainty.. * 
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TABLE 2*7 ^ 






Sample compos i ti on by 


selected c las si f i cation 




Variables ; High School 


and 


Beyond First Follow- 


Up " 


Classification variable 


Senior 


cohort 


Sophomot 


e cohort 


and subgroup 

, — , — , ^ — : 


• v Njumber 


Percent 


Number ' 


Percent * ,E * X ' 


* 

TOTAL SAMPLE - - 


1 1 ,995 




1 nn n - 


29,737 


100.0 


Sex: 










. 


Male ' x 


5^675 




47 1 


14,825 


49.9 / 


Female / 


6, 320 




52.7 


14,912 


50.1 ' 


Missing v 


0 




0 


0 


0 


Race/ethnici ty: 






I 


■i 


•> 


Hispanic 


2,918 ' 




94 3 


5,220 


17.6 


Non-Hispanic: 












Black 


2,940 


4 


94 S 


3,914 


13.2 


White 


5, 417 




4S 9 


19,295 


— \ 64.9 


Ameri can Indian/A'Iaskan 












Native* . 


209 




1 7 


322 


,1.1 


Asian or Pacific Islander 


391 




" 3 3 


448 


\ 1 • 5 


- Other 


120 




1 0 


538 


"*1.8 


Cum culum ( self -reported ) : 








- - 


\ 


Academic or college preparatory 


4, 328 




J / • u 


10,152 


39.3 


General 


4, 118 




35.-8 


8,789 


34.0 


Vocational: 












Agricultural occupati ons 


343 






742 


2.9 


Business or office 












occupations 


1,063 




Q 9 


2, 593 


10.0 


Distributive education 


259 




9 *3 
Z • J 


495 


1 .9 


Health occupations ■ 


1 40 




1 .2 


307 


1 .2 


Home economics occupations 


21 3 




1 .9 


418 


1 .6 


f Technical occupations 


225 






590 


2. 3 


Trade or industrial 












occupa ti ons 


610 




D.J 


1,519 


5.9 ' 


Missing 


201 




1 . O 


225 


0.8 


* * 

Socioeponomic status composite: 












Lowest quartile 


4, 218 




36.7 


6,752 


22^7 


Middle two quartiles 


4, 824 




41 .9 


' 12,368 


41 .6 


Highest quartile 


2, 088 




18.2 


6,341 


22.3 


M 1 q q \ nn 

Hi. O O 1 1 


370 




3.2 


4 276 


14.3 


Region : 












Northeast 


2,341 




19.5 


6,61 7 


22.2 


North Central 


2, 800 




23.4 


8,383 


28.2 . 


South 


4,434 




36.9 


9,283 


31.3 


West * A ' ' 


2, 420 




20.2 


5, 454 


^18.4 


Missing 


0 




0 


0 


0 


* 

Senior cohort totals for 


self-reported 


curriculum and for socioeconomic status 


composite are taken, from the Base 


Year questionnaire and 


therefore include only the 11,500 



Base Year respondents retained for the First Follow-Up sample. Sophomore cohort totals 
are based on the sophomores who completed a First Follow-Up questionnaire. 
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3. SAMPLE WEIGHTS ' ' 

» * 

The Firs£ Follow-Up weighting scheme was desigrfed to compensate for 
unequal probabilities of retention for the follow-up survey and to adjust for 
the fact that not all individuals selected for participation in the survey 
f4^ tua lly participated* The. weights ajre based on the inverse of the 
probabilities of selection through all stages of the sample selection process 
* and on noriresponse adjustment factors computed within weighting cells. A raw 
weight/ unadjusted for "ins trument"> nonres^pn^e in th$ First Follow-Up, was 
also calculated for the sophomore and senior cohort samples. This chapter 
describes the weighting of the First Follow-Up .school questionnaire data file 
and the First . Follow-Up sophomore ajid senior student data files. Weighting of 
the high school transcript data file is described in chapter 6. j 

3.1 School, Weights 

i . 

School-level weights that adjust for differential probabilities of 
selection, for ineligibility, and for nonresponse were calculated during the 
Base Year. (Base Year weighting procedures are described in detail in Frankel ^ 
fet al., Sample Design Report, chapter 6.') These same weights are appropriate 
for computing weighted population estimates for the First Follow-Up data and 
therefore have been included on the school questionnaire data file. These 
weights incorporate a nonresponse adjustment that compensates for the fact 
that of the 1,122 schools selected in the Base Year, only 1,015 allowed 
students to participate in the survey. However, the weights do not adjust for . 
the fact that of the 1,015 "participating" schools, only 996 completed a Base 
Year school questionnaire. The reason for this is that 996 of 1,015 repre- 
sents a 98 percent completion rate, and it was felt that an adjustment for two 
percent nonresponse would not significantly affect estimates of school 
questionnaire items. 
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In the First Follow-Up survey, 956 schools completed a First Follow-Up 
school questionnaire. This represents a nonresponse rate of six percent. 
Again, yLt was not felt necessary to adjust for this level of "instrument" 
nonresponse. This decision was influenced by the fact that the Base Year and 
First Follow-Up school questionnaires gathered very similar information and 

that information's available in either ^the Base Year or First Follow-Up data 

i , — 

files for 1,012 of the 1,015 schools in the probability sajnple. 

During the Base Year survey, a weight was computed for each of the 
1,015 school^ in thew probabi li ty sample. A school's weight was based on its 
probability of selection and on a factor that adjusted for the nonpar tici- 
pation or ineligibility of some selected schools'. 

The school-level weight was calculated as 

W ihi - VP 1hi x AF 1h 
where ' 4 • 

= the probability of selection for school i in stratum h 

AF^ = an adjustment factor that compensates for ineligibi- 
lity and nonparticipation at the school level within 
stratum h. (See Frankel et al., Sample Design Report, 
especially p. 153, for a detailed discussion of these 
weighted procedures.) 

Table 3.1 displays the statistical properties of the school-level 
weights. A school's weight equals the number of schools represented by the 
school in the universe of eligible schbols. (Only schools that had sophomore 
or senior students, or both, enrolled in 1980 were eligible for the sample. 
See Frankel et al., Sample Pes i gn Repor t , chapter *4, for a discussion of 
schools found ineligible during the Base Year.) Therefore, the mean weight of 
20.9 indicates that the average schooln in the sample represents about 21 
schools in the universe of eligible schools. However/ the minimun weight of 
1.00'shows that some schools Rhose selected with certainty) represent only 
themselves* The maximum weight of 169 shows that some schools (those selected 
with low probabilities) represent a large number of eligible schools. 
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table 3* 1 

Statistical properties of school sample 
weight: High School and Beyond First Follow-Op 



Mean 

S tandard devi a ti oh 
Coefficient of variatipn 
Minimum „ * ' 

Maximum 

Coefficient of skewness 
Coefficient of kurtosis 
Number of cases 



5*. 



20.9 
30.4 
1 . 45 
1 .00 
169 
3.04 
9.35 
1,015 



The Base Year school weights sum to a total 'of 33, 174. • This indicates that 

the 1,015 schools in the High School and Beyond sample represent a population 

of about 21,174 schools that had sophomore ahd/or senior enrollment in 1980. 

This is less than the number of schools on the original sampl iig frame 

s 

(24,725) because a certain proportion of the sampled schools failed to »meet 
the definition of an eligible school. jty 

It should be noted that 17 "target schools" appear in the school file 
without 3 weight. As discussed in 2.2.1 above, these are schools that 
received blocks of Base Year students who moved en masse from their original 
schools. School questionnaire data was collected from the "target^ schools" 
during the First Follow-Up survey, but since these schools are not part of the 
probability sample and since it is not feasible to calculate their prob- 
abilities of selection, no weight can be assigned toT them. They are inaluded 




in the school file to provide contextual data for students but are not 
intended to be used to form estimates for the population of schools- 



3.2 Student-Level Weights 

In addition to school questionnaire data, the First Follow-Up data 

base includes student questionnaire data for each cohort and f ollow-up v test ■ 

data for the sophomore cohort. (Each cohort also has questionnaire data* from 
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.the Base Year parent survey. The weighting of Parent survey data for the 
First Follow-Up sample *is described in 3.3 below.) Therefore, several differ- 
ent weights have been calculated for each cohort to adjust for the fact th^t 
not all sample members have data for all instruments in both waves. Tables 

3*2 and 3*3 show the nine weights calculated for the sophomore cohort and the 

» • 

six weights calculated for the senior cohorts All sophomore cohort weights, 
when used with the sample cases for which they are appropriate, project to the 
population of approximately 3,780,000 high school sophomores of 1980. The 
senior cohort weights project to the population of approximately 3,040,000 
1980 high school seniors. 

The First Follow-Up weighting procedures, similar for both the senior 
and th sophomore cohorts, consisted of two basic^ steps: 

Step 1. Calculation of a preliminary* follow-up weight for each 
selected case b^sed on the inverse ,of the cumulative probability of selection 
for the Base Year and Follotf-Up sample. The cumulative probability of selec- 
tion is equal to the probabi li ty- of selection in the Base Year sample times 
the probability of retention in the First Follow-Up sample. The inverse of 
the product of these two probabilities equals the preliminary follow-up 
weight. 

• • i 

Step 2. Adjustment of this preliminary weight to condensate for 
"unit" ;^>nresponse, that is, noncompletion of an entire questionnaire or test 
(except for the raw weight, RAWWT, Afhich is unadjusted for nonresponse ) . 

In the senior cqhort, a third step was employed: 

Step 3. Calculation of a second adjustment factor to reproportion the 
sum of adjusted weights between Base Year participants and non-participants. 
These steps are described in more detail for each cohort below. 
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TABLE 3.2 



High School and Beyond First Follow-Up 
sample case weights: Sophomore cohort 



* ' 


j Weight 


Applies to cases with: 


Unweighted number of case^ 
having these data 


BYtfT* 


Base Year questionnaire data 


27,118 


£5 x JL £*o In 1 


Base Year test data 




FUWT 


Follow-Up questionnaire data 


'28, 119 


FUTESTWT 


Follow-Up test data 


26, 216 


pAnelwt 

— 


Ease Year and Follow-Up 
questi onnaire data 


25,875 


PNLTSTWT 


Base Year and Follow-Up 
test data 


22, 436 


BYPftJRWT 


Base Year questionnaire and 
parent data 


3,055 > 


FUPARWT 


Follow-Up questionnaire and 
parent data 


2, 920 


w 

i ^ RAWWT 


All First Follow-Up selections 


29, 7 37 


|V " I *These 
j the Base Year 


Base Year weights are not the same 
survey. 


as those calculated during 


- — r 


TABLE 3.3 


* 



High School and Beyond First Follow-Up 
sample case weights: Senior cohort 



Weight 



Applies to cases wi th: 



Unweighted number of cases 
having these data 



BYWT* 


Base Year questionnaire data 


11 ,500 




FUWT 


Follow-Up questionnaire data 


11 ,227 




PANELWT 


Base Year and Follow-Up 
questi onna i re data 


10,815 




BYPARWT* 


Base Year questionnaire and 
parent data 


2, 484 




FUPARWT 


Follow-Up questionnaire and 
parent data 


2,372 




RAWWT 


All First Follow-Up selections 


1 1 , 995 





♦These Base Year weights are not the same as those calculated during 
$he Base Year survey. 
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3*2*1 . Sophomore Cohort 

Step \y Preliminary follow-ixp weight. The first step in weighting 
the sophomore cohort was to calculate for each sajnple case a preliminary 
follow-up weight (W^ j ) based on the inverse of its probability of retention 
'for the follow-up survey. This was calculated as: 



where 



W hij _ W 1hi 



x d/P 2hlj ) x (1/P 3k ) 



W ]hi ^ e 1 ^ ase Year " stage one (sch6ol level) weight for the 
ith school, in the hth superstratum (see Frankel, et 
al., Sample Design Report r p. 153) 

r 

P 2hij 31 ^ e Base Year stage two (student level) selectipn 

profcrabiid-ty * for- the j th~ _ gr ade^dfo^tJre- i±h^chooi~-of- — - 

the hth superstratum (see Frankel, et al., Sample 
Design Report , p. 154). 

p 3k = P robabilit Y of retention in the First Follow-Up 
sample for students in the kth sampling category 

* =1.0 for certainty selections 

= subsampling rate for noncertainty selections 



S 



W 1hi' t ^ ie Base Year stage one weight, had been calculated during the 

\ 

Base Year by first taking the inverse of the probability of selection of the ' 

* 

school and then multiplying this by a factor that adjusted for ineligible and 
noncooperating schools. P 2hij' tlie 05136 Year probability of selection for 
each student within his or her school and grade (given that the school had i 
been selected), had been calculated during the Base Year as equal to the 
number of students selected in a grade within a school divided by the total 
number of students in that grade in the school. The value of P 2k rt the 
probability of selection in the First Follow-Up, given selection in the Base 
Year, depends on the specific sampling category in which a student waa placed.- 
These retention rates ranged from 1.0 for students retained with certainty to • 
0.1 for out-of -school Base Year non -pa rtici pants . (See Table 2.4 for a list 
of these retention rates*) 



28 



•24- 



Step 2: Nonresponse adjustment. In this step, the preliminary weight 
dbtained in S^ep 1 was multiplied by a nonresponse adjustment factor. For 
sophomores, these factors were calculated separately for weighting cells 
defined by: 



( 1 ) Dropout status 



(2) School type: 



(3) Sex: 



( 1 ) non-dropout 

(2) dropout 

(1) Regular public and alternative 

(3) Hispanic public 
(7) Catholic 

(9) Private non-Catholic 

( 1 ) male 

(2) female 



(4) Race: 



* (1) Hispanic 

( 2) non-Hispanic Black 

( 3 ) non-Hispanic, non-Black 



(5) Base Year test quartile: 

(0) no test data available 

(1) lowest quartile 

( 2 ) second quarti le -or- 

(3) third quartile 

(4) highest quartile 



(0) no test data 
available 

( 1 ) below median 

(2) above median 



i 



* The choice of thesM variables to define the weighting cells was based 
on two factors: (1) av^PEability of data to classify every v selected case on 
these variables; (2) association with the nonresponse rates for the First 
Follow-Up survey. 

Within each weighting cell two sums of preliminary weights were 
computed. The first was the sum of preliminary weights for all students in 
the cell selected for participation in thp Fdrst Follow-Up (Selections). 
The second was the sum of preliminary weights for all students in the cell 
who actually Completed the First Follow-Up questionnaire and/or test 
(^Participants). The quotient of these two sums (Selections/Participants) 
provided a factor by which to ipultiply the preliminary weight of each 
participant to compensate for the zero-value weights of those who were 
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selected but did not participate. (The preliminary weights of First Follow-Up 
non --participants were multiplied by & nonresponse adjustment factor of zero to 
produce a final follow-up weight of zero for these cases.) Thus , the 
nonresponse adjustment amounts to distributing the preliminary weights of the 
non-participants proportionately among the participants in their weighting 
cell. 

It should be noted that just as in stratifying a sampling frame prior 
to selection, so too, in forming weighting c^lls, a fixed and rigid applica- 
tion of the classification scheme is neither desirable nor necessary. 
Therefore, the classification scheme was adjusted by collapsing weighting 



cells whenever it would have led to a weighting cell with either (1) a small 

number of sample cases, or (2) a very large nonresponse adjustment. Both 

situations are undesirable because of the increased variability they introduce 

into the final weights and the consequent loss of statistical efficiency for 
« 

whole sample estimates. The tables in Appendix 1 show the weighting classifi- 
cation schemes that were actually used, the sums of weights in each cell, and 
the resultant nonresponse adjustment factors for each weight. Generally 

speaking, cells with fewer than ten cases or with nonresponse adjustments 

> 

greater than 2.0 tfere avoided. 

3.2.2 Senior Cohort 

The senior cohort of the First Follow-Up sample consists of two 
separately selected and weighted strata: a stratum of 11,500 Base Year parti- 
cipants, and a stratum of 495 Base Year non-participants. The3e two strata 
were separately weighted with inverse probabi lity weights, and adjusted for 
nonresponse following procedures similar to those described above for the 
sophomore cohort. An additional step was then carried out for FUWT and RAWWT 
to combine these strata so as to properly represent Base Year participants and 
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non-par ticipants in the follow-up sample. (Since Basel. Year non-participants 
are not used with BYWT, PANELWT, BYPARWT, or FUPARWT, reproportioning was not 
necessary with these weights.) Thus, the Base Year non-participants who were 
selected for and participated in the First Follow-Up are allowed to "stand 
for" all Base Year non-particd pants -in their school type. Similarly, Base 
Year participants are represented by the stratum of Base Year participants who 
participated in the First Follow-Up. This stratified weighting approach 
reduces the possible impact of any bias due to Base Year nonresponse. The 
weighting of the Base Year participant stratum is discussed first, followed by 
the Base Year non^ — 



3.2*2.1 Base Year Participant Stratum 

Step 1: A preliminary First Follow-Up weight. As the first step 
weighting this stratum, a preliminary follow-up weight, w hij' was 
established equal to the Base Year final weight times the inverse of the 
probability of retention in the First Folloy-Up. a 

W hij = W By x < 1 /P 3 k> 

in which 

=t Base Year final weight 

P^k = probability of retention in the First Follow-Up 
sample for students in the kth sampling category' 

= 1«0 for certainty selections 

= subsampling rate for noncertainty selections 

For students retained with certainty^N^Ms preliminary weight is the same as 
their Base Year final weigh.t. For all others, it reflects their effective 
rate of subsampling for the First Follow-Up . 

Step 2: Nonresponse adjustment. In this step, the preliminary First 
Follow-Up ..weight obtained in Step 1 was multiplied by a nonresponse adjustment 
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factor. These factors were obtained separately for weighting cells based on 
the following variAbles: school type, sex, race/ethnicity, and Base Year test 
quart! le. The classification variables were constructed as described for 
sophomores above* Weighting cells that contained only a few cases were 
collapsed with neighboring cells to avoid unacceptiably large nonresponse 
adjustment factors . 

Wi thin each weighting cell a nonresponse ad jus tment factor was 
calculated as the quotient of the sum of preliminary weights for selections 
and the sum of preliminary weights for participants. This quotient 
-xroireti^TiT^ for sample cases in this cell 

and is applied to the weight of each sample participant in the cell, 
^onparticipant cases were multiplied by a nonrespgnse adjustment factor of 
zero to produce a final weight of zero for thege cases. 

3.2.2.2 Base Year Nonpar ticipant Stratum 

Step 1: A preliminary First Follow-Up weight. For senior Base Year 
non-participants, the probability of retention in the First Follow-Up sample 
was made proportional to the Base Year weight of students in the school where 
the Base Year non-participant had been selected. As a result, for each of the 
495 Base Year non^participants selected for the First Follow-Up sample / the 
probability of selection in the Base Year times the probability of selection 
in the follow-up equaled a constant (.0009536785),. Using the inverse of this 
selection probability^^ preliminary First Follow-Up weight of 1048.5714 was 
obtained for each Senior Base Year non-participant selected for the follow-up 
sample. This weight was then adjusted for nonresponse as described below. 

Step 2: Nonresponse adjustment. In this step, nonresponse adjustment 

factors were calculated from the sums of weights of selections and partici- 

pants within weighting cells. Cells* were bdsed only on four categories of 

a. 

r 

3.3 



school type. because of the small number of cases In this stratum (n«495 
selections). 

Step 3: Reproportloning. Of the 11,995 senior cohort students 
selected for the First Follow-Up, 495 were Base Year non~participar\ts • Of 

V 

J 

these 495, 412 participated in the First Follow-Up survey. Preliminary 
weighted analyses comparing the characteristics of these 412 respondents with 
the characteristics of the 10,815 Base Year participant follow-up respondents 
revealed substantial differences between these two sets of First Follow-Up 
participants. Therefore, it was decided to treat Base Yea r p articipants and 
Base Year non-participants as separate strata for purposes of weighting. To 
do this the sum of final weights was partitioned proportionately between Base 
Year participants and non-participants aAd each stratum was weighted separ- 
ately. The partitioning was carried out separately for each of four school 
types (see Table 3.4). Within each school type, separate targets for sums of 
final weights were established for Base Year participants a/id non- 
participants* These targets were calculated using the sum of final Base Year 
weights for each school type and the weighted proportion of students 
participating and not participating in each school type in the Base Year 
survey. In each of th£ eight cells, a ratio was formed using the target sum 

of weights as the 

» > 

TABLE 3.4 

High School and Beyond First Follow-Up Population targets 

(sums of final weights) for partitioned sample x 
(base year participants /base year non-participants) 
* » by school type: Senior cohort 



School type 


Base Year 
participants 


non 


Base Year 
-participants 


- Total 


TOTAL 


2,586,226 




453, 494 


3,039,720 


Non-Hispanio public and 






399/245 




alternative schools 


2,247,160 




2,646,405 


Hispanic public schools 


73,959 




' 14,700 


88,659 


Catholic schools 


180,245 




20,094 


200,339 


Non-Catholic private schools 


84,86/2 


33 


19,455 


104,317 
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numerator and the First Follpw-Up sum of weights v (adjusted for First Follow-Up 
nonresponse) as the denominator. In each cell these "reproportioning ratios" 
were multiplied by the adjusted follow-up weight to produce a final 
reproportioned weight. The sum of these weights then equalled the "target" 
7sum in each cell* Thus, the Base Year non-participants who were selected for 
and participated in the First Follow-Up are aillowed to "stand for" all Base 

A 

Year non-participants in - thei r school type. Similarly, Base' Year participants 
are represented by the stratum of Base Year participants who ^participated in 
-the First Follow-Up. This stratified weighting approach reduces the possible 
impact of any bias due to Base Year nonresponse. > 

The tables in Appendix 1 display the nonresponse weighting cells that 

i 

„■# 

were used for the senior cohort, the sums of weights within cells for selec- 
tions and participants, and the resultant nonresponse adjustment factors. For 
FUWT, where reproportioning was applied, the sums of weights of selections and 
participants reflect the partitioned "targets" shown in Table 3.4. For both 
FUWT and PANELWT, the nonresponse adjustment factors are between 1.0 and 1.5, 
with most less than 1.1,- indicating that the cell construction strategy was 
satisfactory. J 

3.3 Special Procedures for Parent Weights > 

In the ca^e of BYPARWT and FUP&RWT the preliminary follow-up weight 
was calculated using the B&6e Year final parent weight instead of the Base 
Year final student weight and a student's probability of retention in the 
First Follow-Up. The Base Year parent weight takes into account the sub- 
sampling of BaSe Year participants for the parent study and incorporates an - 
adjustment for differential nonresponse to the parent survey. (See Base Year 
Parent foiestionnaire Codebook , Chicago r NORC, 1981, pp. 6-13, for details on 
the construction of the parent Weight. ) Because of the relatively small 

r 
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number of First Pollow-Up cases with parent data (a&out 2,400 in the senior 
cohort and 3 f 000 in the sophomore cohort), adjustments to these weights for 
student nonresponse were limited to the calculation of ratios within the 
27 superstrata, which served. as the principal sampling strata in the design 
for the Base Year Parents survey (see the Parent Ques ti onnai re Codebook , # 
pp. 3-6). 

3.4 Results of Weighting 

As a check on the adequacy of the sample case weights NORC analyzed 
first the statistical properties of the weights and second the effects of 

a 

various weights on the composition of the First Follow-Up sample. The results 
of the first procedure are displayed in Tables 3.5 and 3.6. These tables 
describe the distributions of the weights, in terms of the mean, variance, 
standard deviation, coefficient of variation, minimum value, maximum value, 
coefficient of skewness, and coefficient of kurtosis for each of the sets of 



weights calculated for each cohort. 

TABLE 3.5 

High School and Beyond First Follow-Up statistical properties 
^^^^ of sample case weights; Sophomore cohort 



Weight 


RAWWT 


FUWT 


BYWT 


PANELWT 


FUTESTWT 


BYTESTWT 


PNLTSTWT 

e 


BYPARWT 


FUPARWT 


Mean 


127 


1 34 


139 


146 


1 44 


152 


168 


1 ,217 


1 ,270 


Variance 


16,075 


19,536 


10,066 


1 1 ,358 


23,842 


12,337 


16,402 


658,573 


698,437 


Standard 
deviation 


1 26 


140 


100 


> 

107 


154 


111 


128 


81 2 


836 


Coefficient 
of variation 


.992 


1 .05 


.719 


.733 


1 .07 


.730 


.762 


.667 « 


.658 


Minimum 


1 .45 


1 .45 


1 .61 


1 .62 


1 .45 


1 .97 


2.13 


14.84 


15.3 


Maximum 


2,627 


3, 196 


1,933 


2,163 


3,690 


2, 224 


2,774 


8,060 


8,1,86 


Skewness 


* 7.2 


8.2 


3.4 


3.6 


8.7 


3.7 


4.1 


2.5 


2.5 


Kurtosis 


76.4 


99.6 


25.5 


28.3 


1 1 2 


30.0 


35.6 


13.1 


12.6 


Number 
of cases 


29,737 


28,1 19 


27,1 18 


25,875 


26,216 


24,938 


22,436 


3,055 


2,920 
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TABLE 3.6 

High School and Beyond First Follow-Up statistical 
properties of sample case weights: Senior cohort 



Weight 


RAWWT 


FUWT 


BYWT 


PANELWT 


BYPARWT 


FUPARWT 


Mean 


253 


271 


264 


281 


1 ,222 


1 , 279 


Variance 


69,496 


83 , 1 31 ' 


72,661 


81 , 292 


475,466 


507,628 


Standard deviation 


264 


288 


270 


285 


690 


712 


Coefficient of variation 


1 .04 


1 .06 


1 .02 


1 .01 


0.56 


0.56 


Minimum 


1 .09 


1 .09 


1.35 


1 .35 


9.75 


10. 32 


Maximum 


1 ,081 


1,390 


752 


1,037 


4,965 


3,761 


Skewness 


1 .02 


1 .20 


.931 


.927 


.166 


.094 


Kurtosis 


-.396 


.414 


-.992 


-.983 


.202 


-.096 


Number of cases 


1 1 ,995 


1 1 , 227 


1 1 ,500 


10,815 


2,484 


. 2,372 



Tables 3.7 through 3.12 display the composition of the follow-up 
sample using different First Follow-Up weights. In some tables the composi- 
tion of the Base Year public use tape sample is also displayed. These tables 
show that in terms of school type, sex, and race, the composition of the 
weighted First Follow-up sample is stable across various weights that may be 
employed and that the composition of the First Follow-Up sample differs only 
in trivial degree from that of the Base Year public use tape dataset. 
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TABLE 3*7 



High School and Beyond First Follow^Up percent of students by school 
type using Base Year and First Follow-Up weights: Sophomore cohort 



Data source 



School type 



Base Year public use tape 



First Follow-Up data files 



TOTAL 

Regular public 

Alternative public 

Cuban public 

Other Hispanic public 

Regular Catholic 

Slack Catholic 

Cuban Catholic 
% 

High performance private 
Other non-Catholic Private 



Base Year 
weight 



100.0 
86.5 
0.9 
0.5 
2.8 
5.6 
0.4 
0.1 
0.0 
3.3 



RAWWT FUWT BYWT PANELWT FUTESTWT BYTESTWT PNLTSTWT 



100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 



86.5 86.6 86.6 



0.9 0.8 0.7 



0.4 0.4 



2.8 
5.6* 
^ 0.4 
0.1 
0.0 



2.8 



0.4 



2.8- 



5.6 5.6 

/\ 

.0.4 0.4 



0".1 



0.1 



0.0 0.0 



3.3 3.3 



3.4 



86.6 
0.7 
0.4 
2.8 
5.6 
0.4 
0.1 
0.0 
3.4 



100.0 
86.6 
0.8 
0.4 
2.8 
5.6 
0.4 
0.1 
0.0 
3.4 



100.0 
86.7 
0.7 
0.4 
2.8 
5.7 
0.4 
0.1 
0.0 
3.3 



100.0 
86.7 
0.7 
0.4 
2.8 
5.7 
0.4 
0.1 
0.0 
3.3 
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TABLE 3.8 

V 

High School and Beyond First Follow-Up percent of students by sex 
using Base Year and First Follow-Up weights: Sophomore cohort 



Sex 



Data source 



Base Year public use tape 



First Follow-Up data files 

* j - 



Base Year 
.weight y 



RAWWT FUWT BYWT PANELWT FUTESTWT BYTESTWT PNLTSTWT 



TOTAL 



100.0 



100. 0 100.0 100.00 100.0 100.0 100. 0 100.0 



Male 



44.7 



A 



49.9 49.9 49.9 49.9 49.9 49.9 49.9 



Female 



48.1 



50.1 50.1 50.1 50.1 50.1 50.1 50.1 



Missing 



7.1 



i 

I 
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TABLE 3.9 



High School and Beyond First Tollow-Up percent of students by composite 
race variable using First Follow-Up weights: Sophomore cohort 



Composite race 
variable* 



TOTAL 



Data source 



First Follow-Up data files 



RAWWT 



FUWT 



BYWT ' PANELWT FOTESTWT BYTESTWT P^LTSTWT 



* 100.0 100.0 



100.0 



100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 



Hispanic 



12.6 12.7 



12.9 



1 3v0 



1 2.7 



12.9 



13.0 



American Indian 



1.3 



1.4 



1.0 



1.0 



1.3 



1 .1 



1.0 



Asian 



1 .2 



1.3 



1.2 



1 .2 



1.3 



1 .1 



1 . 1 



l 

r it* 
I 



Black 



12.2 



12.2 



12.1 



12.1 



12.2 



12.1 



12.1 



White 



70.0 72.2 , 72.4 



72.6 



72.3 



72.6 



72.7 



Other 



2.7 



0. 3 



0.4 



0,1 



0.2 



0.3 



0. 1 



♦This variable was constructed hierarchically by classifying as Hispanic any student who were self —identified 
as Hispanic either in the First Follow-Up or in the Base Year. Then, from among the ' remaining, students, 
classifying as American Indian any student who self-identified as American Indian in either the First 
Follow-Up or in the Base Year. This procedure was repeated for each category in turn. 



9 

ERIC 



41 



-35- 



TABLE 3*10 

High School and Beyond First Follow-Up percent of students by 
school type using Base Year and First Follc>vr-Up weights: Settlor cohort 



Data source 



School type Base 


Year public use tape 




- - — r 

First Follow-Up data 


files 




Base Year weight 




RAWWT 


FUWT 


BYWT 


FANELWr 


TOTAL 


100.0 




1 00.0 


100.0 


100.0 


1 00.0 




Pfi, 1 




flfi. 1 


86. 1 


86.3 




Alternative public 


0.8 

"j 




0.9 


0.9 


0.8 


0.8 


Cuban public 

: ar # 


0.4 

9 




0.4 


0.4 


0.4 


0.4 


Other Hispanic public 


2.5 




, 2.6 


2.5 


2.6 


2.6 


Regular Catholic 


6.1 




6.1 


6.1 


6.1 


6. 1 


Black Catholic 


0.5 




0.4 V 


0.5 


0.4 




Cuban Catholic 


0.1 




°\ 1 


0.1 


0. 1 


0. 1 


High performance private 


0.0 f 




0.1 


0.1 


0.0 


0.0 


Other non-Catholic private 3.4 




3.4 


3.4 


3.4 


3.4 




TABLE 3.11 










• 


i High School and Beyond First Follow- 
sex using Base Year and First Follow- 


Up 
Up 


percent 
weights : 


of students by 
Senior cohort 




■ 


Data 


source 








i » ■ ■ ^ • 

Sex 


Yeaifc' jJti&llc '-'mse* tape 




First Follow-Up data 


files 




Base Year 
weight 




RAWWT 


FUWT 


BYWT 


PANELWT 


TOTAL 


106.0 ". 




,,100. 0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


Male 


46.1 




48.9 


48.9 


48.4 


48.4 


Female 


49.7 




51 . 1 


51 .1 


51 .6 


51 . 6 


Missing 


4.2 













A 



V* 

4 j 



ERIC 



-36- 



TABLE 3*12 

High School ahd Beyond First Follow-Up percent of students by 
composite* race variable using First Follow-Up weights: Senior cohort 



Data source 



Composite race 



First Follow-Up data files 



variable* 


RAWWT' 


to 


FUWT 


BYWT 


PANELWT 


TOTAL 


1 00. 0 




100. 0 


100. 0 


. 100.0 


Hispanic 


y.y 




9.1 


9.3 


9.5 


American Indian 


0.7 




0.7 


0.8 


0.8 


Asian 


1 .5 




1 .5 


1.5 


1.5 


v. 

Black 


11.0 




11.2 


11.2 


11.2 


White 


75.2 




77.2 


76.8 


76,8 


Other 


2.9 




0.2 


0.4 


0.1 



*This variable was constructed hierarchically by classifying as Hispanic any student 
who were self-identified as Hispanic either in the First Follow-Up or in the Base 
Year. Then, from among the remaining students, classifying as American Indian any 
student who were self-identified as American Indian in either the First Follow-Up 
or in the Base Year. This procedure was repeated for each category in turn. 
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4. NONRESPONSE ANALYSES 

Nonresponse inevitably introduces some degree of error into survey 
results. In examining th^\^pact of nonresponse, it is useful ^to think of the 
survey population as including two strata — a respondent stratum that consists 
of all units that would have provided data had they been selected for the 
survey, and a nonrespondent stratum that consists of ^11 unUts that .t^ou-T^ 



been survey nonrespondents . The actual sample of respondents necessarily 
consists entirely off units from the respondent stratum. Sample statistics can 
serve as unbiased estimates only for this stratum; as estimates for the entire 
population, the sample statistics will be biased to the extent that the 

V 

characteristics of the respondents differ from those of the entire 

/ * * 

population.^ 

Bias - 7 t - Y (1 ) 

R 

in which 

- -« 

Y R =* a parameter (e.g., a mean) characterizing the 
population of respondents 

Y = the corresponding parameter characterizing the entire 
population. 

For many simple parameters, such as means and proportions,, the population 

parameter (7) is a weighted average the stratum parameters (Y and Y ) : 

• ^3* R NR 



Y = Pf? ) + (1 - P)Y R (2) 



in which 



P = the proportion of the population in the nonrespondept 
stratum. 



^W." G. Cochran, Sampling ^techniques , 3td ed. (New pork: John Wiley, 



1977), 361 
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It is evident from equations (1) and (2) that the nonresponse bias for an 
estimated mean or proportion depends on P and on the magnitud^ of the 
difference between respondents and nonrespondentsr 



Bias - P(Y - Y ) . (3) 

K NK 

Non r esp onse_ J)i A3, jjjJLlJbe_ 3maJLl_±f _the.,nonr esponden t- -8 tr-a turn constitutes only a 
small portion of the survey population or if the differences between respon- 
dents and nonrespondents are small. P can generally be estimated from survey 
data using an appropriately weighted nonresponse rate* ' 

In the High School and Beyond study, there were two, stages of sample 
selection and two stages of nonresponse. During the Base Year survey, sample 
schools were asked to permit the selection of individual sophomores and 
seniors from school rosters and to designate "survey days M for the collection 
of student questionnaire and test data. Schools that Effused to cooperate in 
either of these activities were dropped from the sample. Individual students 
at cooperating schools could also fail to take part in the Base Year survey. 
Unlike " refusal w schools, nonpar ticipating students were not dropped from the 
sample; they remained eligible for selection into the First FolloW-U|> sample. 

Estimates based on student data from the Base Year suirvey include two 
components of nonresponse bias: 

Bias - (Y 1R - Y) + (Y 2R - Y 1R ) (4) 

in which / 

7 * a parameter characterizing all students 

Y = the corresponding parameter for all students 
attending cooperating schools 



Y^ R = the corresponding parameter for all cooperating 
students attending cooperating schools. 
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The first component (Y - Y) represents the bias introduced by nonresponse 

1 R 

at the school level; the second component (Y - Y ) represents bias* 
\ 2R I R 

introduced by nonresponse on the part of students attending cooperating 
schools. Each component of the overall bias depends on two factors — the level 
of nonresponse and the difference between respondents and nonrespondents : 



Biak ■ (P (Y - Y* ) + P (Y - Y ) (5) 
1 TR 1NR 2 2R 2NR V ' 

in which % ^ 

P 1 = the proportion of the population of students attending "? - 
schools that would have been nonrespondents; 

Y =« The parameter describing the population of students 
1NR V,. 

attending nonrespondent schools; 

P 2 = the proportion of students attending respondent 

schools who frould have been nonrespondents ; \ 

Y =* the parameter describing this group of students. 
2NR 

The implications of equations (4) and (5) can be easily seen in terms of a 
particular Base Year estimate. On the average, sophomores got 10.9 items 
right on a standardized vocabulary test (Frankel, et al., Sample Design 

K> 

Report, p. A-4). This figure is an estimate of Y the population mean for 

2R 

all participating students at cooperating schools. Suppose that sophomores at 
cooperating schools average two more correct answers than Sophomores attending 



refusal schools (Y - "7 = 2) ; suppose further that among sophomores 

1R 1NR ^ 

attending cooperating schools, student respondents average one more correct 

answer than student nonrespondents (Y - Y =1). The Base Year school 

2R 2NR 

nonresponse rate was about .30 (Frankel, et al . , Sample Design Report , p. 93) 
and, among the sophomores, the student nonresponse rate was about .12 
(p. 124). With these figures as estimates of and the bias can be 

calculated , from equation (5): 

Bias = .30(2) + .1 2(1 ) = .72 . 
That is, the sample estimate is biased by about .7 of a test score point. 



This example assumes knowledge of the relevant population means; in 
practice, of course, they are not known and, although P 1 and P2 can 
generally be estimated from the nonresponse 1 rates , vthe lack of survey data for 
nonrespondents prevents the estimation of the nonresponse bias. The High 
School and Beyond study is an exception to this general rule: during the 
First Follow-Up, School Questionnaire data yfras obtained from most of the Base 
Year refusal schools and student data from most of the Base Year student 
nonrespondents selected for the First Fol low-Up sample. These data provide a 
basis for assessing the magnitude of nonresponse bias in Base Year estimates. 

The bias introduced by Base Year school-level refusal is of particular 
concern since it carries over into successive rounds of the survey. Students 
attending refusal schools were not sampled during the Base Year and have no 
chance for selection into subsequent rounds of observation. Tq the extent 
that these students differ from students from cooperating schools during later 
waves of the study, the bias introduced by Base Year school nonresponse will 
persist. Student nonresponse is not carried over in this way slrfbe student 

nonrespondents remain eligible for sampling in later waves of the study. 

> 

This chapter describes the results of three types of analyses concerning 
nonresponse. Based on School Questionnaire data, schools that participated 
during the Base Year are compared with all eligible schools. Based on First 
Follow-Up student data, Base Year student respondents are compared with 
nonrespondents. Finally, student nonresponse during the First Follow-Up is 
analyzed. Hie focus on student noresponse during the First Follow-Up is 
appropriate since school cooperation was, for the most part, no longer 
critical for the collection of student data, which could be obtained via 
questionnaires mai led directly to the students. The school- level nonresponse 
bias in Fi rst Follow-Up estimates is just the carryover from Base Year school 
nonresponse, which is addressed by the first analysis. 
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4,1 Base Year School Nonresponse 

During the Base Year, a total of 1,445 eligible schools were selected 
into the High School and Beyond sample. Another 141 schools were selected but 

were discovered to be ineligible for the study. Most of these "out-af -scope" 

\ \ 

schools were vocational schools that did not enroll students on a full-time 

<> 

basis. Of ttre~entigible~ schroolsT^T^I^ agreBd tcr participate in the survey of 
students and 430 refused to participate, yielding a school-level response rate 
of approximately 70 percent (1,015/1,445). The characteristics of the 
cooperating^ refusal, and out-of -scope schools are described in detail in 
Frankel et al. , Sample Design Report (see chapter 4). 

The majority of the refusal schools did contribute to the survey by 
completing a First Follow-Up School Questionnaire, With these data, it is 
possible to assess -the bias resulting from school nonresponse. This section 
presents the results from two such analyses. The first analysis compares the 
Base Year cooperating schools with the entire set of eligible schools. The 
second analysis compares Base Year refusal schools with the cooperating 
schools selected to replace them. (In order to achieve a sample of Base Year 
schools large enough to meet the analytical needs of the stud^jl substitute 
selections were made when a sample school refused to participate. The 
procedures for Selecting substitute schools are described in Frankel et al., 
Sample Design Report, pp. 73-81 f ) 

4.1.1 Cooperating Schools vs. Eligible Schools 

Table 4.1 shows the unweighted means on the 31 items from the First 
Follow-Up School Questionnaire for all eligible schools, cooperating schools, 
and refusal schools. There was considerable item nonresponse on the School 
Questionnaire; the table also gives the number of observations that each mean 
is based on. The difference between the means for all eligible schools and ] 



4j 



-42- 



for the cooperating schools is an estimate of the bias produced by Base Year 
school nonresponse. The table includes these differences* Since the raw 
differences between means reflect factors of scale, it is useful to reexpress 
them as percentages of the estimate based on the cooperating schools. These 

reexpressed bias estimates a*e given in the final column of Table 4.1. 

e» ...... 

The Tise of School Questionnaire data to assess" bias in estimates "con- 
cerning the population of students is not entirely straightforward. As 
equation (4) shows, Base Year school nonresponse is one component of the 
nonresponse bias in estimates of student population characteristics: 

School-level bias component Y - ¥ (6) 

1R 

Y refers to a parameter describing students attending cooperating schools 

1 R 

and Y refers to the corresponding parameter describing all students. The 
School Questionnaire data, on the other hand, describe only the schools these 
students attend. Thus, to the extent that' school characteristics are closely 
related to the characteristics of the students attending them, then statistics 
based on School Questionnaire data can serve as reasonable proxies for .Y 
and Y . 

Another problem in using School Questionnaire data to estimate the bias 
contributed by school-level nonresponse is that the data from the refusal 
schools are unweighted. Because an appropriate Weight (taking into account 
the initial estimate of the size of each sampling strattjnT^^ schools, the 

sampling fraction, arid the school ineligibility rate) would have been 

*• * 

difficult to compute, no attempt was made to weight these data* For the 
cooperating schools, weights have been computed; weighted and unweighted 
estimates differ substantially for only a few of the School Questionnaire 
variables ♦ 

5U 
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, TABLE 4.1 <* 

Comparison of all sample schools with 
cooperating and refusal schools 



Statistic 



All schools 



Cooperating 
schools 



Refusal 
schools 



Mean 



n 



Bias 
estimate 



Mean n Mean n Raw % 



Total membership 
in 12th grade^ 

Percent of graduating class 
enrolled in 2 or 4 yr. college 

Percent of graduating class 
enrolled in non-college 
postsecondary education 



366 1371 



49.7 1362 



11.8 1339 



359 957 



10.5 945 



385 414 -7 -1.9 



49.1 952 51.1 410 

1 



-.6 -1.2 



15.2 394 -1.3-12.4 



Percent of class of '82 who 
dropped out of h.s. (sophomores) 

Percent of class of 1 83 who 
dropped out of h.s. (sophomores) 

Percent of students who need 
Remedial help in reading 

Percent of students who need 
remedial help in English 



7.9 1342 



7.0 1325 



21.2 1344 



21.5 1327 



8.4 948 



7.3 936 



21.8 938 



6.6 394 



6.3 389 



19.7 406 



0.5 6.0 



0.3 4.1 



0.6 2.7 



22.2 924 19.9 403 0.7 3.2 



Percent of students who need 
remedial help in math 



22.0 1344 



22.4 938 



20.9 406 



0.4 1.8 



Percent of seniors engaged in 
out-of -school programs 



17.2 1161 



17.4 904 



16.3 257 



0.2 1.1 



Average total per-pupil 
district expenditure 



2048 909 2088 653 



1946 256 



40 



1.9 



Average total per-pupil 
school expenditure 



2185 626 2215 384 2138 242 30 



1.4 



Percent of 1 2th grade students 
suspended out-of-school 



Level of student absenteeism 



lb 



9t 

3.1 1342 



2.3 1188 



3.1 947 

2.2 933 



3.1 ■ 395 
2.3 255 



0.0 0.0 
-.1 -4.5 



Level of class-cutting 

Level of parents * lack 
of interest in progress 

Level of parents' lack 
of interest in school 



ERIC 



2.5 1177 



2.5 1184 



2.4 1182 



2.5 923 



2.5 930 



2.4 927 



51 



2.6 254 



2.6 254 



0.0 0.0 



0.0 f 0.0 



2.5 255 0.0 
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Statistic 



TABLE 4,1 

Comparison of all sample schools with 
cooperating and refusal schools 
(continued ) 



All schools 



Mean 



n 



Cooperating 
schools 



Refusal 
schools 



Mean 



n 



Mean 



n 



Bias 
estimate 



Raw 



% 



Level of teacher absenteeism 

Level of teacher's lack 
of motivation 

Incidence of robbery or theft c 
Incidence of vandalism 



Incidence of rape or 
attempted rape 

Incidence of weapons possession 

f 

Incidence of verbal 
abuse of teachers 



3.0 1180 

3.0 1177 

2.8 1187 

2.8 1188 



Incidence of drug and alcohol use 2.5 1181 



3.0 926 

3.0 924 

2.8 932 

2.8 933 

2.5 926 



3.0 254 



0.0 0.0 



3.9 118/^ 3.9 927 

3.6 1185 3.5 930 



3.0 
3.0 
3.0 
2.6 

3.9 
3.7 



253 
255 
255 
255 

255 
255 



0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

0.0 
-.1 



0.0 

0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

0.0 
-2.9 



3.1 1185 



3.0 930 



3.2 255 



-.1 -3.3 



Verbal confrontation 
among students 0 



2.6 1173 



2.6 927 



2.9 246 



0.0 0.0 



"Verbal confrontation 
among teachers 



3.9 1177 



3.9 929 



3.8 2.8 



0.0 0.0 



Verbal confrontation between 
teacher and students 



3.1 1176 



3.0 927 



3.2 



249 



-.1 -3.3 



Verbal confrontation between 
teacher and administrators 

Verbal confrontation between 
teachers and parents 

Verbal confrontation between 
administrators and parents 



Verbal confrontation between 
school and central office 



3.8 1174 



3.8 1170 



3.7 1173 



3.9 1166 



3.8 926 



3.8 922 



3.7 925 



3.9 921 



3.8 248 
3.8 248 



3.7 248 



3.9 245 



0.0 0.0 



0.0 0.0 



0.0 0.0 



0.0 0.0 



ERIC 



Frequency count 

b Por all "Level" and "Incidence^ 1 items: 1=*serious; 2=*moderate; 3=*minor; 4=not at all 

c Por all "confrontation" items: 1=*daily; 2»at least once a week; 3=at least once a 
month; 4=*rarely or never 
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Bearing these limitations in mind, it is still reassuring that nearly all of the 
differences between the means for all schools and for cooperating schools are quite 
small. When reexpressed as percentages, most (22 of 31) of the differences are less than 
two percent and virtually all (30 of 31) are less than six percent. The mean unsigned 
percentage difference is 1.7; the median is 0.0. Table 4.2 gives the distribution of 
these percentage differences. The largest . percentage difference occurs in the mean 
percentage of graduating cfess that is enrolled in non-college, pos tsecondary educational 
/programs; the means on this variable (11.8 and 10.5) differ by 12 percent (1.3/11.8). The 
/ second largest percentage difference is 6 percent (7.9 vs. 8.4) for class of 1982 
dropouts. On the wtaaj-e 1 , however/ there appear to be few large differences between the 

cooperating schools and the eligible schools. 

* ** 

tt may seem unusual to compare' cooperating schools with eligible schools (of which 

they , represent a subset) rather than wi£h refusal schools. However, as equations (5) and 

- / 

(6) indicate, the difference between cooperating and refusal schools on a particular 

characteristic (Y - Y )» overestimates bias. This difference must be multiplied 

1R 1NR 

♦by , the rate of nonresponse. Thus, 

School-level bias component » y" - y" 

1R 



P 1 ( Y " Y ) (7) 
1 1 1R 1NR ' v } 



TABLE 4.2 



Frequency distribution -of unsigned, 
reexpressed bias estimates 



Unsigned 

estimate . Frequency 



Less than 2% 22 

2.0% - 4.0% _ 5 

4.1% - 5.9% 3 

6.0% - 10.0% 1 



31 



\ 
\ 

\ 



Mean : 1 r. 7 
Median: 0.0 



Moreover , since bias is the product of both the difference (Y - Y ) and 

1 R 1 NR 

the rate of nonresponse (P.,), and since the estimates of both factors are 
subject to sampling error, it is difficult to calculate a standard error for 
the bias estimates. For this reason, tests to determine whether the estimated 
bias differs significantly from zero have not been performed. 

4.1 -2 Refusal Schools and Their Replacements 

The analysis presented in Section 4.1.1 has two major shortcomings: the 
results are unweighted; and it is not possible to determine whether the 
results are statistically significant. In this section, results are presented 
that overcome both of these difficulties. For a subset of the 'refusal and 
cooperating schools, it is possible to present weighted data and to assess 
whether refusal schools and cooperating schools differ significantly. Njjf the 
refusal schools do not differ significantly from cooperating schools, then, it 
is reasonable to conclude that the school-level bias estimate would not differ 
significantly from zero. On the other hand, significant differences between 
refusal and cooperating schools do not necessarily imply that the bias 
estimate would differ from zero; the bias estimate reflects both the magnitude 
of the difference and the rate of nonresponse (see equation [7]). 

The subset of schools for this analysis includes refusal schools for 
which a cooperating substitute school was selected. When a school that was 
selected for .the B^se Year survey refused to participate, a substitute school' 
was selected. In some cases, the substitute school also refused or was 
ineligible for the sample and another substitute was drawn. Altogether, 204 
initially selected refusal schools were eventually replaced* by a cooperating 
substitute school. The . aim of the procedure was to replace refusal schools 
with schools that were - as similar to them as possible. 

For 184 o*^ these 204 pairs of schools, both the initially selected 
refusal school and the cooperating subs ti tute school returned School 



Questionnaires* Table 4. 3 V presents means of responses to the same 31 items 
given in Table 4.1. Means are given separately for the initial selection and 
the substitute selection. The mean difference is also provided, both in raw 
form and reertpressed as a percentage of the mean for the initial selections. 

The two groups of schools were not selected independently. Rather, the 
probability of selecting a substitute school is dependent on the selection 
probability of the school it replaced. For this reason, it is appropriate to 
weight the data from each pair of schools using the school weight of the 
cooperating school in the pair. In addition, paired-comparison t tests can be 
used to determine whether the average difference is significantly different 
from zero. For the most part, the differences between the substitute and 
initial refusal schools appear small. Again, the variable showing the largest 
relative difference is the mean percentage of graduating class enrolled in 
non-college, postsecondary education. The mean difference of 8.2 (18.2 for 

the initial selections vs. 10.0 for the substitutes) is significantly 

r 

different from zero ( t_ ■ 3.68, df = 183). The only other statistically 
significant comparison involves the incidence of robbery or theft (3.2 vs. 
. 2.9; t_ = 2.34, df = 183) . , 

Table 4.4 gives the^ frequency distribution of the unsigned percentage 
differences on all 31 variables. The mean is 9.2 and the median is 3.6. The 
figures in Tables 4.3 and 4.4 are not strictly comparable to those presented 
earlier in Tables 4.1 and 4.2. Because the earlier tables compare cooperating 
schools with eligible schools, the deferences* reported there are direct 
estimates of the school-level bias ^component. The differences in Tables 4.3 
and 4.4, however, compare cooperating schools with refusal schools . These 
differences must be multiplied by the school nonresponse rate (25.8 percent," 
or 430 refusal schools of 1,445 eligible) in order to serve as estimates of 
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TABLE 4.3 



Comparison of Base Year substitute schools with refusal schools 

(weighted by school weight) 



Statistic 



Mean 



Initial 
selection 



Substi tute 
selection 



Raw 



% 



difference difference 



Total membership in twelfth grade 3 



203 



179 



-24.0 



•13.4 



Percent of graduating class 
enrolled in 2 or 4 yr . college 



44.9 



47.3 



2.3 



4.9 



Percent of graduating class enrolled 
in non-college pos tsecondary education 



,18.2 



10.0 



-8.2 



-82.0 



Percent of class of '82 who dropped 
out of high school (sophomores) 



4.7 



6.5 



1 .7 



26. 2 



Percent of class of '83 who dropped 
out of high school (sophomores) 



4.6 



6.1 



1 .5 



24.6 



Percent of students who need 
remedial help in reading 



20.4 



.18.1 



-2.3. 



-12.7 



Percent of students who need 
remedial help in English 



20.9 



18.0 



-2.9 



-16.1 



Percent ^f students who need 
remedial help in math 



20.9 



20.5 



-0.4 



-2.0 



Percent of seniors engaged in 
out-of-school programs 



18.6 



18.4 



-0.2 



-1 . 1 



Average total per-pupil 
district expenditure 

Average total per-pupil 
school expenditure 

Percent of twelfth grade studerits 
suspended out-of-school J 

Level of student absenteeism 15 

Level of class-cutting 



1910 



1745 



2.6 
2.4 
2.8 



2109 



2337 



2.4 
2.5 
2.9 



197 



592 



-0.2 



0. 1 



0. 1 



\ V 3 




Level of parents' lack 
of interest in progress 



2.6 



2.3 



-0.2 



-8.7 



Level of parents' lack 
of interest in school 



2.6 



-0. 1 



-4.2 
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TABLE 4.3 



r) 



Comparison of Base Year substitute schools with refusal schools 
/ (weighted by school weight) 

(Continued) 



<5- 



£ 









Mean 


/ I 




Statistic 








J ] 


i 




Initial 


Substitute 


Raw / 
difference dii 


! * 




* 


selection 


selection 


:f erence 


Lev£l of teacher absenteeism 


3.1 


3.2 


0.V 




Level of teachers' lack of * motivation 

* 


3.1 


3.1 


O.Q 


0.0 ( 


Incidence of 


robbery or theft 


3.2 


2.9 


-0.3 


-10.3 


Incidence of 


vandalism 


2.9 


2.9 


0.0 


0.0 


Incidence of 


drug and alcohol use 


2.5 


2.7 


0.2 


7.4 


Incidence of 


rape or attempted rape 


3*9 


3.-9 


0.0 


0.0 


Incidence of 


weapons possessi on 


Q Q 
J • O 


"3 Q 
J • O 




— Z. . 0 


Incidence of 


verbal abuse of teachers 


3.2 


3.3 


0.1 


3.0 


Verbal confrontation among students 0 


2.9 


2.7 


-0.1 


-3.7 


Verbal confrontation among teachers 


3.8 


3.9 


0.1 


2.6 


Verbal confrontation between 


3(2 








teachers and 


students 


3. 1 


-0. 1 


-3:2 


Verbal confrontation between 










teachers and 


administrators 


3.8 


3.8 


0.0 


0.0 



Verbal confrontation between 
teachers and parents 



3.8 



3.8 



0.0 



0.0 



ye rba 1 conf r on tat i on between 
administrators and parents 



3.8 



3.7 



-0.1 



'-2.7 



Verbal confrontation between 
school and central office 



3.9 



3.9 



0.0 



0.0 



Frequency count 

^For all "Level" and "Incidence" items: 1=serious; 2^=moderate; 3=*minor; 4=not at ^all 

c For all* "confrontation" items: 1=daily; 2=at least once a week; 3=at least once a 
month; 4=rarely or never 



TABLE 4,4 



Frequency distribution of unsigned 
percentage differences 



Unsigned 
percentage 

differences Frequency 
Less than 2% 7 
2.0% - 3.9% 9 



4.0% - 6.9% 3 

7.0% - 9.9% 4 

10.1.% - 25.0% 5 

Greater than 25% 3 



Mean: 9.2 
Median: 3.7 



31 
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i 
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the school-level bias component. The mean percentage difference of 9.2 thus 
corresponds to a bias estimate of 2*8 percent, which is quite similar to the 
figure of 1.6 given in Table 4.2. 

Taken together, the results of both analyses suggest that school-level 
nonresponse may have contributed a bias that averages about 2.0 percent. For 
a few variables, the bias may be considerably larger than that; for most 

variables, the bias estimates do not differ significantly from zero. 

t 

4.2 Base Year Student Nonresponse 

Equations (4) and (5) 'distinguish two components of nonresponse bias. 
The fitst component reflects school-leVeX nonresponse, the second student- 
level nonresponse. During the Base Year, about 12 per dent of the sample of^ 
sophomores and 15 percent of: the sample of seniors were nonrespondents 
(Frankel et al., Sample Design Report, p. 125).* Samples of these 
nonrespondents were retained for the First Follow-Up survey. The impact of 
Base Year student nonresponse can therefore be assessed using ^First Follow-Up 
data from Base Year nonrespondents. 

The responses of Base Year participants and non -participants were 
compared on several items selected from the First. Follow-Up student 
questionnaires, including selected sociodemographic variables, attitude items, 
and items relating to the student f s present Status and future plans. Some 

/ 

items were available for both cohorts, and other items were available for only 
one of the two cohorts. 

Table 4.5 presents the results of comparisons for sex, race and 
educational aspirations. Results for 35 additional variables for the senior v 
cohort and 18 addi tional^ variables for the sophomore cohort are fncluded in 
Appendix 2A. The percentages in the table are weighted and are conditional on 
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TABLE 4.5 



Comparison of Base Year participants 
with all Base Year selections and non-participants: Sophomore Cohort a 

, : ^ 



Variable 



All students Participants Non-participa 



nt^3 



Bias 



Sex 



Male 
Female 



49.3 
50.7 



48.9 
51 . 1 



52.8 



47.2 



-.4 
.4 



Race 



White 
Black 
Hispanic 
Other b 



71 .8 
1 2.4 
1 3.0 
2.8 



73.5 
1 1.7 
1 2.6 
2.3 



59.6 
17.3 
16.6 
6.5 



1.7 
-.7 
-.4 
-.5 



Educational goal - 
High school or less 



Vocational school 



Some college 



College degree 



Advanced degree 



Other/missing 



35. IT" 
13.2 
17.2 
16.9 
6.0 
1 1 .4 



34.4 
13.3 
17.8 
17.6 
6. 2 
10.6 



39.7 
12.7 
1 2.5 
12.1 
5. 2 
17.8 



-.7 
.1 
.6 
.7 
.2 

-.8 



s. All figures in the table are weighted percentages conditional 'on the 
column variable. 

^Remaining racial/ethnic groups were combined because of their small 
sample size. 
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TABLE 4.5 

Comparison of Base Year Participants 
With All Base Year Selections and- Noi) -participants: Senior cohort a 

(continued ) 



V 



Variable 



All students Participants Non-participants 



Bias 



Sex 



Male 



Female 



Race 



White 
Black 
Hispanic 
Other b 



48. V 
51 .9 



77*5 
11.1 
9.0 
2.4 



47.6 
52.4 



77.2 
1.1 .0 
9.4 
2.4 



51 .7 
48.3 

79.1 
1 1.5 
6.8 
2.6 



-.5 



-.3 
-.1 
.4 
0.0 



Educational Goal 

High school or less 
Vocational school 
Some college 
College degree 
Advanced degree 
Other/missing 



23. 1 
1 4.9 
1 8.4 
28.4 
5.3 
9.7 



22. 3 
14.7 
19.0 
29. 1 
5.5 
9.4 



28.6 
16.4 
14.6 
24.3 
4.5 
11.7 



-.8 
-.2 
' .6 
.7 
.2 
-.3 



All figures, in the table are weighted percentages conditional on the 
column variable. 

Remaining racial/ethnic groups were combined because of their small 
sample size. 
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Base Year participation status; the percentages within each column sum to 100 
(except for small rounding errors). 

Equation (4) shows that the £ias due to Base Year student nonresponse 
depends on the difference between respondents at cooperating schools and all 
students at cooperating schools: 

Student-level bias component T - 7 (8) 

2R 1R 

in which 

* 

Y = a parameter, such as a mean or proportion, characterizing 

2R *■ 

respondents attending cooperating schools, * 

Y =* the corresponding parameter characterizing all students 

' 1R _ 
attending cooperating schools. 

The percentages in Table 4.5 for all students are estimates of Y and the 

1R 

percentages for Base Year participants are estimates of .¥ 9 Thfe differences 

2R 

between the two are estimates of bias- 

On the whole, the table reveals only small discrepancies between 
estimates based only on data from Base Year participants and estimates based 
on data from both participants and non-participants. In terms of nonresponse 
bias, the tables indicate tfiat the student-level bias component is small. 

Table 4.5 includes estimates of the bias for twelve estimates for each 

cohort; the frequency distribution of these bias estimates is given in Table 

4.6. (Since the original estimates are all percentages, the bias estimates 1 

have not been reexpressed. ) For the sophomore cohort, the mean of the 

unsigned bias estimates is .6 percentage points and the median is .5; for the 

senior cohort, the mean and median are both .4 percentage points. The results 

v 

for sex, race, and educational aspirations are representative of the larger 
set of variables examined in Appendix 2A. ^/ 

6.2 
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TABLE 4.6 


* 


Distribution 


of unsigned bias 


estimates 


Bias estimate 


Sophomore cohort 
frequency 


Senior cohort 
frequency 


. U — ml 11 


1 


2 


•2 - .3% 


1 


4 


♦ 4 - .5% 


4 


3 


.6 - .7% 




-2 


♦8 - .9% 




1 


1.0% or greater 


1 I 


0 




1 2 ( 


12 

s 


Mean: 
Medi an : 


.6% 
.5% 


.4% 
. .4% 



7> 
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These results (along with those presented in the tables in Appendix 2A) 
show that the magnitude of the bias is generally small — few percentage 
estimates will be off by as much as one ^fercent — and its direction 
predictable.- The direction of the bias is partly a function of the different 
rates of nonresponse for different subgroups. In the Base Year survey, males 
had a higher nonresponse rate than females (Frankel et al., Sample Design 
Report , pp. 146-147); this difference explains why m^les are. slightly 
underrepresented and females slightly overrepresented among the 

* 

participants. Similarly, Blacks had a higher nonresponse rate than Whites; as 
a result, when - estimates of racial composition are based only on participants' 

data, the estimate for Blacks appears to be too low and the estimate for 

, < ... 

Whites too high. Whenever a factor related to nonresponse is also related to 
a variable of substantive interest, estimates concerning the substantive 
variable will be somewhat biased. Because few variables are strongly related 
to student nonresponse and because the overall rates of student nonresponse 
are low, the bias estimated are small. 



4,3 Analysis of First Follow-Up Student 'Nonresponse Rates 

The analyses concerning Base Year nonresponse examined the effects of 

nonresponse. This section, which is concerned with student' ponresponsQ during 

the First Follow-Up, is more descriptive in its aims. It examines the 

antecedents and correlates of nonresponse. X A few preliminary remarks on the 

bias resulting from nonresponse are nonetheless in order. First, it should be 

noted that school nonresponse has the sam^v^ffect on Base Year and First 

Follow-Up estimates — students attending refusal schools were not 'sampled in 

the Base Year and have no chance of inclusion in the First Follow-Up. For 

this reason, the estimates presented in Tables 4.1 and 4.3 Serve as estimates 

I 

of the bias, due to school nonresponse for both the Base Year and First Follow- 
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Up surveys. Second, student nonresponse was much lower in the ^First Follow-Up 

thpn in the Base Year survey; other things being equal, the bias due to 

I 

s student nonresponse should be correspondingly smaller (cf. Equation [7]). 

Overall, the weighted student nonresponse rf*te during the First Follow-Up was 



6.4 
and 



percent in the sophomore cohort (versus 12.0 percent during the Base Y&ar) 
7.0 percent among the seniors (versus 15.2 percent during the Base 



Year). Thus, it is reasonable to expect that bias in First Follow-Up 
estimates due to student nonresponse is about 50 percent smaller than in Base 
Yeaf estimates, where, as Tables 4.5 and 4.6 indicate, it is already small. 
There were several causes of student non-participation in the First 

Folflow-Up survey. Some students refused to cooperate; others could not be 

i 

located or were unavailable at the time of the First Follow-Up survey; a few 

j 

ha<| died.. Nonresponse rates were calculated in the 'usual way; the nonresponse 

raj:e is the proportion of the selected stud^nt^ (excluding deceased students) 

I 

whj'o were nonrespondents: 



P = 



NR 



R + NR 



/in wh i ch 



P = the nonresponse rate 
R =» the number of responding students; 
NR = the number of nOnresponding students. 
Nonresponse rates were calculated for each cohort by school and student- 
level variables using both unweighted and weighted data, The weight used was 
RAWWT. (See chapter 3 for a complete description of the .weighting 
pro£edures . ) \ 

An overall indication of the level of particpation and non-participation 
in both the Base Year and First Follow-Up surveys is presented in Tables 4.7 



\ 
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and 4.8. Frequencies in each of the cells and the totals presented in Table 
4.7 are unweighted data. Weighted |3ata are shown in Table 4.8. The weighted 
nonresponse rate was approximately I&.4 percent (5.3 percent unweighted) in the 
sophomore cohort and 7.0 percent (6|. 
cohort. Of particular interest in 



3 percent unweighted) in the senior 



Table 4.8 is the large percentage 
(approximately 83 percent) of Bas&^ear non-participants who participated in 

the First Follow-Up survey. Despite this high response rate, Base Year non- 

/ 

participants constitute a substantial proportion of the First Follow-Up non- 

participants. In the sophomore ^ohort, 23 percent (370 of 1,586) of the First 

k ! 

^Follow-Up nonrespondenta did noij: participate in the Base Year survey either; 

/ 

I TABLE 4.7 ^ 
Distribution of /participation levels for Base Year 
and /First Follow-Up cohorts 



First Follow-Up 


/ 

/ Base Year 
Base Y£ar non- 
participants participants 


Total 


Percent 


/ Sophomore cohort a 



Participants 


25\ 875 

/ 


2,244 


28, 119' 


94.7 


Non-participants 


/ 1 ,216 


370 


1 ,586 


5.3 


Total 


27,091 


2,614 


29,705 


100.0 


Percent 1 


91 .2 


8.8 


100.0 








Senior cohort 






Participants 


10,815 


412 


1 1 , 227 


93.7 


Non -participants 


674 


83 


V 757 


„ 6.3 


Total § 


1 1 , 489 


495 


1 1 ,984 


100.0 


Percent 


95.9 


4.1 


100.0 





a 



Excludes deceased students (n=32) 
^Excludes deceased students (n=1 1 ) 
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TABLE 4.8 

Weighted distribution of participation levels for Base Year 

and First Fol low-Up cohorts 



First Fo 1 low- Up 


Base Year 
participants 


Base Year 
non- 
participants 


X\J \—C\ JL 


i 

JET C5 JL I— ■ d 1 1 I— 




Sophomor e Cohor t a 






Participaats 


3,107,209 

^ ** 


428,934 


3,536.,143 


93.6 


Non - pa r ti c i pa n t s 


l54 r 8Vl 


85, 179* 


4 239,990 


6.4 


Total 


3,262,020 


t 514,113 


3,776,1 33 


100.0 


Percent 


86.4 


13.6 


100.0 




* . — — — — — — — - — - ■ ■ 

Senior Cohort b a 


Participants 1 


4 

2,444,228 


377,441 

* 


2,821,669 


93.0 


Non-psrti ci pants 


1 38,493 


76,052 • 


214,545 


'7,0 


Total 


2,582,721 


453,493 


3,036,214 


100.0 


Percent 


85.J 


*' 14.9 


* 100.0 





a Excludes deceased stuqfeents (weighted n,=3,668) 



^Excludes deceased students (weighted n=3,498) 
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in the senior cohort, the figure is 11 percent (83 of 757). The weighted 

percentages are even higher — -35.5 percent for the sophomores and 3£.4 percent « 

for the seniors. The absence of survey ^data for these double nonrespondents 

introduces some uncertainty into the descriptive results presented in this 

\ 

section* 

Throughout this section nonresponse rates are based on weighted data* 
This was done for two reasons. First, the magnitude of the differences in 
nonresponse rates differs only trivially when the data are analyzed in 
weighted versus unweighted form. Second, when nonresponse" rates for the 
sample are appropriately weighted, results may be projected to the entire 
population of sophomores and seniors in the United States (see chapter 3) and 
may serve as estimates of the parameter P 2 in equation (5)* ^ 

4.3.1 Student Nonresponse Rates: School Variables 

This section examines nonresponse for each cohort by 9chool-level vari- 
ables. Five variables are shown in Table 4.9: school type, Census region, 
level of urbanization , percentage of Black enrollment, and average enroll- 
ment. Base Year data were used to classify the schools. 

Table 4.9 indicates that the highest nonresponse rate for the sophomore 
cohort occurred among alternative school students (14.2 percent) and the 
lowest among students at Catholic schools (3.1 percent). Among sehiors, non- 
Catholic private school students had the highest nonresponse rate (10.5 
percent) and Catholic school students the lowest (4.3 percent). 

There is little variation in nonresponse by regidn, although in 'both 
cohorts, students selected at schools in the West show the highest rate of 
nonresponse (9.2 percent for the sophomores and 10.6 percent for the 
seniors). The nonresponse rates in the other regions are, for both cohorts, 
around six percent. 



ERLC 



68 



f 



TABLE 4*9 

- Weighted student nonresponse rates 
by selected school characteristics 



Characteristic 


Sophomore cohort 11 


Senior cohort 


ALL STUDENTS 




.071 


School Type 


:• * ' 




Regular public 


.065 


.071 


Hispanic public 
(Alternative public 


. .084 * . 
.142 


.094 
.070 * 


Non-Catholic private 


.052 


.105 


Catholic 


* 

.031 

* 


.043 


Region 






Northeast 


" • .059 . 


.056 


North Central 


.063 


.068 


South 


.053 


.063 


West ^ 


no o 


1 


* it ^ 
Urbanization 






. Urban 


.090 


.094 


oUDUrDall 


• HO./ 


o 


t\UL Cx J. «. 




060 


Percent Black 


• 




25% or less 


.065 


.066 


Greater than 25% 


.070 


.101 


Average enrollment 






1<p0 or l^ss 


.052 


.069 


10f-135. 


■ 2% .039 


.057 


326-550 


^ .069 


.073 


, More than 550 


.099 


.088 




For both cohorts, there is a small but consistent relationship between 
student nonresponse and level of urbanization. fhe nonresponse rate is 
highest for students who were attending urban schools at the time of sample 
selection (9.0 percent for the sophpmore cohort and 9.4 percent for the 

senior), next highest for students from suburban schools (6.7 percent for both 

\ 

cohorts, and lowest for students from rural schools \3.Q and 6.0 percent:). 

Students selected at schools with a large percentage of Blacks (25 per- 

j - \ 

cent or more)' showed somewhat higher rates Of nonresponse than students at 
schools with fewer Blacks. The difference in nonreap^jke **ate?)p is much larger 
for the senior cohort (10.1 vs. 6.6 percent) than^for £Jrp sophomores (7.0 vs. 
6. 5 percent ) • 

Student nonresponse seems to ^how a i complex relationship to school 
size. For both cohorts, the rates are L6west for schools with between 101 and 
325 students per class (3.9 percent f>6r the sophomorea and 5.7 percent with 
the seniors) with higher rates ampftg students who atended the smallest and 
largest schools. 

4.3.2 First Follow-Up Student Nonresponse Patterns: Individual Level Variables 

In this section, the student nonresponse rates to the First Follow-Up survey 
are analyzed by individual-level variables, including demographic 
characteristics, academic aptitude, attitude toward school, and self -reported 
school-related behavior. Students were classified by their responses to the Base 
Year Questionnaire. 

Table 4.10 shows the weighted rate of nonresponse by race, sex, academic 
program, SES, test quartile, and student status. Appendix 2B displays the 
unweighted results for these variables and results for supplementary analyses 

( 

based on 6ther classification variables. The category M other /unknown" is a 

general classification that includes both missing data and data for respondents 
\ 
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TABLE 4. 1 0 

Weighted student nonresponse rates 
by selected student characteristics 



Characteristic 


Sophomore cohort 


Senior cohort 




ALL STUDENTS 


-064 


.071 




Race 








White 


• 040 


.042 




Black 


♦ 050 


. 061 




Hispanic 


.030 


.044 




Other /unknown 


. 491 


. 558 




Sex 








Male 


.074 


.085 




r eina j.e 


• UDJ 


AC/: 




Academi c program 




« 




General 


.051 


.061 




Academic 


.036 


.040 




. Vocational 


.055 


.057 




Other /unknown 


-1 C A 


1 C A 

. 1 o4 




SES 




• 




Lowest quart ile 


.051 


.062 




Middle two quartiles 


.042 


-050 




Highest quartile 


.045 


.046 


- 


Other /unknown 


. 1 51 


. 1 59 




- Test quarti le 




• 




Lowest quartile 


.061 


.078 




Middle two quartiles 


.043 


.050 




Highest quartile 


.032 


.030 




Other /unknown 


. 1 J / 






Student status 








In school 


.042 






Transfer 


.105 






Early graduate 


.073 






Dropout 


.147 


i 
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V 

who did not fall into any of the other specifically defined categories, 

Nonresponse generally is substantially higher for the "other/unknow^" 

I 

categories. This is an artifact attributable to the substantial number of 
First Pollow-Up nonrespondents who were also Base Year nonrespondents. These 
double non-participints could only be classified in the unknown category, 
elevating the nonresponse rate for that group. 

There is little variation in student nonresponse by race. Blacks show 
the highest nonresponse rate in both cohorts, but a substantial portion of the 
First Follotf^Up student nonresponden ts were also Base Year nonrespondents and 
could not be classified by race. For this reason, there is some uncertainty 
about the .actual nonresponse rates for the different races. 

In both cohorts, males exhibit a higher nonresponse rate than females. 
The difference is 2.1 percent fn the sophomore cohort (7.4 percent for males 
vs. 5.3 percent for females) and 2.9 percent in the senior cohort (8.5 vs. 
5.6). 

In both cohorts, students who were in academic programs during, the Base 
Year were less likely to be nonrespondents than students in general or 
vocational programs. The differences among the programs are not large (see 
Table 4.10). 

In each cohort, nonresponse was highest for students classified in the 
lowest SES level (5.1 percent in the sophomore cohort, 6.2 percent in the 
senior cohort). The lowest nonresponse rate was observed for the sophomore 
cohort members classified as "middle" SES (4*2 percent), and for the senior 
cohort, for students classified in the highest SES category (4.6 percent). In 
general, there is little variation in the rate of nonresponse for the 
different SES classifications. i 
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There is an inverse relation between test quartile and rate of 
nonresponse for each cohort* For the sophomore cohort, students classified in 
the lowest quartile had rates of nonresponse almost twice ag large as students 
classified in the highest; quartile (6.1 percent vs. 3.2 percent); the 
difference is even more pronounced for seniors (7.8 vs. 3.0). 

Table 4.10 also 'shows that the sophomores who dropped out (14.7 percent) 

* ^ * -' 

or transferred (10.5 percent) .had the highest nonresponse rate for the First 
Follow-Up survey. Students who remained in school showed the the lowest 
nonresponse rate (4.2 percent*). Dropouts and transfer students are the most 
difficult to locate aod this difficulty may account for tjieir relatively high 
nonresponse rates. a & 

o 

These differences across groups in resportee rates are for the most part 
similar to those observed during the Base Year, picture of student 
nonrespondents is beginning to emerge from the analyses, which suggest that 
groups with less involvement with education were less likely to participate in 
the survey: dropouts had higher nonresponse rates than non-dropouts; students 
with lower grades and lower test scores showed higher nonresponse than 
students with higher grades and test scores; students who were frequently 
absent from school showed higher nonresponse than students absent 
infrequently 7 students in vocational or general programs were more likely to 
be nonrespondents than students in academic programs. 

4.4 Summary 

The analyses presented here support *hree general conclusions: 

« 

*- 

(1) The school-level bias component in Base Year and First 
Fol low-Up estimates is small , averaging less than 2 
percent; 
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(2) The student-level bias component in Base Year estimates 
is also small, averaging about .5 percent for percentage 
estimates concerning either cohort; 

(3) The. student-level bias component in First Follow-Up 
estimates is limited by the nonresporise rates, which for 
both cohorts were about half the Base Year rates.* 

The first and second conclusion together suggest that nonresponse bias fs not 

a major contributor to error iij Base Year estimates; the first' and .third 

suggest that nonresponse bias- is not a major contributor to error in First 

Follow-Up estimates* 

Each of 'these conclusions must be given sorpe qualification. The analysis 

of school-level nonresponse is based on data .concerning the schools, not the 

students attending them* The analyses of student nonresponse are based on 

survey data and are themselves subject to nonresponse bias. Despite these 
ft 

limitations, the results consistently indicate that nonresponse had a small 
impact on Basfe Year and First Follow-Up estimates. 
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5* STANDARD ERRORS AND DESIGN* EFFECTS 

This chapter examines the standard errors for statistics — such as ' 
means and proportions—derived from the First Follow-Up data sets. Most 
researchers are familiar with the use of standard errors to assess the 
variability of estimates based on simple random samples; more complex designs, 
however, raise less familiar statistical issues. Both #ie senior and 
sophomore cohorts for the First Follow-Up were selected using stratified, 
clustered, unequal probability designs. With such complex designs, standard 
errors must be calculated using different procedures from the- familiar methods 
used for data from simple random samples. 

Before presenting standard errors for First Follow-Up estimates, it is 
useful to discuss some of the statistical issues raised by complex sample 
designs. First, the computational procedures used to estimate the standard 
errors are discussed, followed by an examination of the relationship between 
standard errors based on complex samples and those based on simple random 
samples. 

5.1 Computational Procedures - 

In a simple random sample, the mean is estimated as 

X , =* E x./n % (1 ) 

srs x v 7 

« 

Only th* numerator is subject to sampling error; the denominator (the sample 
size) Is taken as a fixed constant. In more complex p ample designs, the mean 
is estimated as a ratio of estimates; for the High School and Beyond survey, 
the ratio is 

111 ^hij y 
r = ~ = — (2) 

H x x . - 

hi 
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in which 



y^jLj = the' weighted value for student j 
from school i in stratilm 'h, * 

D the estimated size of school i in 
stratum h, . 

The num<iratorMy ) represents an* estimate of the* population total; the 1 

denominator (x), an estimate of 5pulation size. When cluster sizes are 

. - r ■. 

unequal, the overall sample size will fluctuate depending on which clusters 
» 

are selected. For the same reason, the estimates of^.the population size will 
show sampling fluctuation. Thus, for a ratio estimator, both the numerator 
and the denominator are subject to sampling error. 

In their classic paper, Kish and rank el 1 * distinguish three major 
approaches to the computation of standard errors for statistics based on 
complex designs where ratio estimators must be used: Taylor Series, balanced 
repeated replication (BRR) , and jackknife repeated replication (JRR). 

Taylor SerieS estimation. It can be shown 2 that the variance of r 
(i.e., the square of the standard error of r) is -r 

E(r - R) 2 L E. dy - Rd ? (- - ) 2 (3) 

\ X 1 + dx/X 

in which 

r, i 
f * 

E(r - R) z = the expected value of the* squared , 
difference between the population 
parameter R and the sample estimate r. 

dy = the difference between' the sample 
v i estimate y and the population value Y. 



X =5 the population size 

b 

dx = the difference between the sample estimate of 

the population size, x, and the population size X, 



1 L. Kish and M. Frankel, "Inference From Complex Samples," Journal t>f 
the Royal Statistical ^ocietyt Series B (Methodological), 36 (1974) : 2-37. 

Jo 
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2 L. Kish, Survey' Sampling (New York: John'Wiley, 1965), 206-208. 



If the term involving one plus the relative error of x (i.e., dx/X) is 
ignored, it can be shown that (3) reduces to:. 

E(r-R) 2 . 1/X 2 (Var + R 2 Var - 2 R Cov ) " (4) 

j a xy 

in which 

Var y " the variance of y 

Var * the variance of x 
x 

Cov « the covari^nce of x and y 

All the terms in equation (4) can be estimated from sample data (e.g., r would 
take the place of R, x the place 1 of X, and so forth). The variance terms are 
estimated by the variation of primary selection means around the stratum 
mean- Sampling statisticians have offered several rationales for the use of 
equation (4) as an approximation of (3). One line of argument 1 makes use of a 
standard approximation technique , called Taylor Series approximation , which 
gives this approach its name. , ' 

Balanced repeated replication (BRR) . The replication approach was 
originally developed by Deming. 2 The principle underlying replicated sampling 
is quite simple. If a sample of size n is desired, g independent replicate 
samples^are selected, each of size n/g. The variation among estimates from 
each replicate can be used to estimate the variance of estimates based on the 
entire sample. 



1 ^ 

M. Hansen, W. Hurwitz and W. Madow, Sample Survey Methods and Theory, 
vol. II (New York: John Wiley, 1953). ~ 

2 

W. Deming, "On Simplification of Sampling Design Through Replication 
With Equal Probabli li ties and Without Stages," Journal of the American 
Statistical Association 31 ( 1 956) : 24-53 . 
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Balanced repeated replication extends the principle of replication* 
It is usually applied to stratified designs with two primary selections pgr 
stratum. By choosing one primary selection from each stratum, a half -sample 

is created; the unselected primary units form another half -sample. In a 

- — \ 

design with h strata, a total of 2 (h ~ 1 > different pairs of half-samples can be 
formed in this fashion* Each pair is referred to as a replicate* It is 
customary to form only a portion of the possible replicates using an 
orthogonal balanced design. 

For any given replicate, estimates such as the ratio means r 1 and r 2 
can be computed from each half -sample. Then the sampling variance for the 
overall statistic (rX^ can be estimated in any of several ways 1 . One method 
compares the estimate from one half -sample with the overall estimate: 

Var k (r) - (r 1k - r) 2 (5) 

i 

in which 

Var k 301 t * le var i ance estimate based on replicate k, 

r « an estimate based on the entire sample, 

r 1k » an estimate based on one of the half-samples 
from replicate K* 

V 

The final estimate for the variance of r is the average of Var^ across all the 

replicates* The estimate r need not b^a ratio nfean; the logic of BRR applies 

to any type of estimate, giving the method its broad generality. 

Jackknife repeated ^ replication. Equation (5) shows that the variance 

of a sample statistic cart be estimated using data fron^ a portion of the 

sample, that is from a single half -sample. Jackknifing is a generalization of 

\ 

1 

* M. Frankel, Inference from Survey Samples; An Empirical Investigation 
(Ann Arbor: Institute for Social Research, University of Michigan, 1971), 35. 
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this idea. Tukey 1 has shown how estimates of variance can be obtained from a 
subsample of the original sample, even when the subsample includes all but one 
of the sample observations. He refers to ' the technique as jackknifing. 

Frankel has shown how jackknifing can be used with complex stratified 
samples. Again this assumes a design with two primary selections in each 
stratum. For a particular stratum, the variance using (6) can be estimated: 



in which 



» an estimate based on one of the primary selections from 
stratum h, 

r^ » the corresponding estimate based on both primary selections 
from the stratum. 



The estimated variance for the entire sample is just the sum of the estimated 
^strata variances. With JRR, each "replication' 1 represents the contribution of 
a single stratum to the .variance of estimates from the entire sample. * 

Comparison of 'the meth6ds . In the Base Year survey, NORC provided 
standard errors for sample statistics, using a program based on the Taylor 
Series approach.* Prior to the First Follow-Up survey, NCES acquired a program 
that computes BRR standard error estimates. The BRR program W&s used to 
'compute , standard errors for statistics derived from the First Follow-Up data 
sets . " / 



v - 1 See for example, J. Tukey, Exploratory Data Analysis (New York: John 
Wiley, 1978). > 

Frankel, Inference from Survey Samples: An Empirical Investigation (Ann 
Arbor: -Institute for Social Research, University of Michigan, 1971). 
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BRR a8sumea a design with two primary selections per stratum. 
Although the High School and Beyond sample is stratified, each of the original 
strata includes more than two primary selections (the primary selections in 
this case were high schools or students at high schools that came into the 
sample with certainty) • In order to meet the assumptions of BRR, the original 
26 school strata were divided into 90 "computing" strata. Within each comput- 
ing stratum, the primary selections were randomly divided into two groups, 
which were treated as "pseudo-primaries." The BRR program, thus, treats the 
sample as though it included two primary selections from each of 90 strata. 1 

Previous empirical investigation 2 indicated that Taylor Series, BRR r . 
and JRR gave comparable results, although BRR standard error estimates 
consistently gave more accurate significance levels for t -statistics . 
Nonetheless, a comparison of Taylor Series and BRR standard error estimates 
was undertaken in order ta assure that standard errors from the Base Year and 
First FOllow-Up survey's can be interpreted in the same way. 

For 60 estimated proportions based on senior cohort data, standard 
error estimates were calculated using both procedures. Thirty of the propor- 
tions are , based on First Follow-up questionnaire data. The other 30 are based 
on comparable Base Year items from Base Year— respondents who were retained in 
the First Follow-up sample. T<able 5.1 gives the two sets of standard errors 
for the First Follow-Up statistics. Table 5.2 gives them for the Base Year 
statistics. 

In line with the earlier empirical work, no marked difference are found 
between the Taylor Series and BRR standard error estimates. In both tables, 



1 The BRR program is available through NCES. The public use data tapes 
include the computing strata and pseudo-primary seledtion codes.' 

2 * 

Frankel, Inference from Survey Samples: An Empirical Investigation (Ann 
Arbor: Institute for Social Research, University of Michigan, 1971). 
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TABLE 5.1 

BRR and Taylor Series SE estimates for Follow-Up statistics 
Statistic .Estimate SE-BRR SE-Taylor 



Prop. 


Planning professional career 


0.260 


0.006 


0.006 


Prop. 


Able to finish college 


0.867 


0.005 


0.006 


Prop. 


Planning to finish college 


0.486 


0.011 


"0.01 0 


Prop. 


Satisfied with less than college 


0.629 


0.011 


0.01 1 


Prop. 


Whose mother finished college £ 


0.142 


0.009 


0.009 


Prop. 


Whose father finished college 


0.227 


0.010 


0.010 


Prop. 


Married 


0.107 


0.006 


0.005 


Prop. 


Expecting child by 25 


0.489 


0.0-10 


0.009 


Prop. 


Started first job 


0*420 


0.009 


0.008 


Prop. 


Expecting own place by 24 


0*916 


0.004 . 


0.004 


Prop. 


Completed full time education 


0.1 36 


0.006 


0.005 


Prop. 


With handicap 


0.070 


0.003 


0.003 


Prop. 


"Success not very important" 


0.829 


' 0.005 


0.005 


Prop. 


"Money not important" 


0. 147 


0.004 


0.005 


Prop. 


"Community leadership important" 


0.465 


0.007 


0.008 


Prop. 


"Inequality important" 


0.670 


0.007 


0.007 


Prop. 


"Leisure not important" 


0.01 3 


0.001 


0.001 


Prop. 


"Good luck more important 


0.100 


0.004 


0.004 


Prop. 


"Someone prevents success" 


0.21 6 


0.006 


0.006 


Prop. 


"Plans never work out" 


0.143 


0.005 


0.005 


Prop. 


With not much to be proud of * 


0.087 


0.004 


0.004 


Prop. 


Who .watch more, than one hour - of TV 


0.778 


0.007 


0.007 


Prop. 

r 


Expecting no kids 


0.098 


0.004 


0.004 


Prop. 


With siblings in college 


0. 372 


0.007 


0.006 


Prop . 


With 2 or more sibs in H.S. 


0.099 


0.003 


0.004 


Prop. 


Hard of hearing 


0.01 2 


0.001.. 


p. 001 


Prop. 


"People goof off at work" 


0. 1 82 


0.006 


0.007 


Prop. 


Who prefer work to school 


0.51 3 


0.008 " 


0.008 


Prop . 


"Job entourages good habits" 


0.858 


0.005 


0.005 


Prop. 


With positive attitude to self 


0.949 


0.003 


0.004 



TABLE 5.2 



BRR and Taylor Series SE estimates for 
Base Ye^r statistics 





Statistic 


Estimate 


SE-BRR 


SE-Taylor 

< 


Prop* 


Planning professional career 


0.269 


0.005 


0.006 


Prop. 


Able to finish college 


0.803 


0.005 


0.006 


Prop. 


Planning to finish college 


0.457 


0.009 


0.009 


Prop. 


Satisfied with less than college 


0.713 


0.009 


f 0.009' 


Prop. 


Whose mother finished college 


0.148 


0.008 


Q..007 


Prop. 


Whose father finished college 


0.245 


0,01 1 


0.011. 


Prop. 


Married 


0.010 


0.002 


0.'002 


Prop. 


Expectirxg child by 25 


0.523 


0.010 


0i009 


Prop. 


Started first job 


0. 1 70 


0.005 


0.005 


Prop* 


Expecting own - place by 24 


0,913 


0.004 


0.004 


Prop. 


Completed full time education 


0.013 


0.001 


, 0.001 


Prop. 


With handicap 


-0.054 


0.003 


0.003 


Prop. 


"Success not very important" 


0.880 


0.004 


0.005 


Prop* 


"Money not important" 


0. 1 1 6 


0.005 


' 0.005 


Prop. 


"Community leadership important" 


0.510 


0.008 


0.008 


Prop. 


"Inequality important" 


0.610 


0.008 


0.007 


Prop. 


"Leisure not important" 


0.021. 


0.002 


0-002 


Prop. 


"G$bd luck more important \ 


i 0.121 


0.004 


0.004 


Prop. 


"Someone prevents success" 


0.236 


0. 007 


0.006 • 


Prop. 


"Plans never work out" 


0.188 


0.006 


0.006 


Prop. 


With not much to be proud of 


0.116 


0.005 


0.005 


Prop. 


Who watch more than one hour of TV 


0.848 


0.006 


0.006 


Prop,. 


Expecting no kids 


0.098 


0.005 


0. 005 


Prop. 


With siblings in college 


0.314 


0.007. 


0.007 


Prop. 


With 2 or more sibs in H.S. 


0. 141 


0.005. 


0.005 


Prop. 


Hard of hearing 


01018 


0.002 


0.002 


Prop. 


"People goof off at work" 


■ 0.169 


0.005 


0.005 


Prop. 


Who prefer work feg^school 


0.515 


0.007 


0.007 


Prop. 


"Job encourages good habits" 


0.787 


0.006 


0.0Q6 


Prop. 


With positive attitide to self 


0.908 * 


0.006 


0.005 /'' 
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* the correlation between the two set^~ of estimates exceeds .97. The mean of 
the 30 Taylor Series standard error estimates in Table 5,1 is identical to the 
mean of the BRR estimates. The difference between the means of the estimates 
in Table 5.2 is miniscule (.00007), with the BRR program giving the slightly 
higher estimates. 

5.2 Design Effects 

No matter which method is used to estimate the standard errors for 
First Follow-Up statistics, .the standard errors will be different from 

standard errors calculated on the assumption that the"*ciata is from a simple 

■ \V 

random sample. Like most national samples, the High Sfchool and Beyond sample 
is not a simple randojn sample; it departs from the model of simple random 
sampling in three major respects: the selections are clustered by school, 
majt>r subgroups (such as private school students) are deliberately^ 
overrepresented - in the sample, and the selections are stratified by school 
type. (The sample design is summarized in chapter 2 of this report.) 

Each ,of these departures from simple random sampling has a predictable 
impact on the standard errors of sample estimates. The variance of a statis- 

tic from a complex sample can be represented as the product of four factors: 

iii m \ 
*Var (x) = Var srs x Cluster* x Strat x Dispro^ * (7) 

. in which x 



Var (x) = the actual variance of a sample estimate* 

Var grg > = the estimate variance that would be obtained if 

the sample were treated as a simple random s sample 

Cluster, Strat, Disprop . = f actors representing the impact .of Clustering, 
. stratification, and ^ disproportionate sampling, 

Var(x) can be estimated from, sample, data vising any of the 



techniques considered earlier. 
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The ratio between Var (x) and Var^ i3 commonly referred to as the 

design effect (DEFF).- From equation (7), it is clear that this ratio is the 

product of three factors: 

DEFF = Qluster x Strat"\*-E*Sprop v (8) 

It can also be.jgfcym that each factor is itself a ratio: 



Var 

Cluster = cluster » DEFF 1 * ( 9a ^ 



Var 



srs 



r 



Var 

Strat = cluster, strat = DEFF 2 ' • (<j b ) 

Var c luster . - * 

V 

Disprop = Var disprop f cluster, strat = DEFF3 (9c) 

Var i 7 7 7 

cluster , strat p 

\ 

in which Var clustel: refers to the variance from £ clustered sample with the " - 

same nuiftber of observations as the actual sample, Var , . refers to 

• ■■ * . c jl us te r , s t ra t „• 

the variance from a clustered and stratified sample with the same number of 

■ 1 

observations as the actual sample*,, and Var,. , ■* . rp f prq t- 0 ^sr- 

r disprop, cluster, strat rerers r cn 5-^^ 

variance from a disproportionate, stratified, and clustered sample with the , 
same number of observations as the actual sample. Formulas are available 1 for 
estimating the values of the three DEFF factors for means or proportions. In ■ 

• r 

general, DETFF 1 ancK DEFF 3 are greater than 1.0, while DEFF 2 i,s less than 1.0. 
That is, clustering and disproportionate allocation increase* the Overall 
design effect, while stratification reduces it. 

In many cases, it ^more useful to work with standard errors than 
with variances. The root Ulsign effect (DEFTf expresses the relation between 
the actual standard erro^ of an estimater and the standard error ' of the 

corresponding 3stim$ite from a simple random sample:. 

\ 



Ki'sh, Survey Sampling (New York: John Wiley, 1965). 

er|c * , f 



v 2 

DEFT = (DEFF) (10) 
- (Var(7)/Var grs ) 1/ 2 

* = se(x)/se gr3 

5.3 Standard Errors and Design Effects for the First Follow-Up 

Standard errors and design effects were computed for three types of 
statistics derived from the First Follow-Up data sets: a) simply estimates, 
such as meariV agd proportions , foaged on First Follow-Up rd a ta 7 b) simple Base 

Year estimates, based on the Base Ye^r data from* respondents selected into the 

- * - ^ 

First Follow-Up sample; and c) change estimates, based, on data from 

t. 

respondents participated in both rounds of data, collection* For the 

senior cohort, the simple estimates consist of 30 proportions calculated using 
th^appropriate wei^its; The change estimates are the weighted mean changes 

/ . . - 

on these same variables. -Similarly, for the sophomore cohort, the simple 
estimates include 30 proportions and, in addition, seven test score, means, 
*Th e- change estimates are the Y e ^9hted mean changes on these 37 variables - 

Variables for ^he standard it error computations were selected with three 
main criteria *in mind: the variables should be frequently used in analyses of 
the data, comparable variables should be available in both the Base Year and 
First Follow-^p, and the proportions should cover a rarjge of values. 

These statistics were computed for each cohort taken as a whole and 

/ . * ■ • - . • 

for selected subgroups. For the senior cohort, subgroups were formed based on 
race (White and other, Black, Hispanic), SES (low, middle, highX, and post- 
secondary education 1 (no pos tsecondary schooling, some postsecondary 

schooling). In addi tion, „ f or the senior cohort taken as a whole (but not for 

$ * i 

the subgroups)/ estimates olf a fourth type wete calcul-ated — 30 simple 



corre. 



tlations involving , Base Year 'Variables and 30 involving Hollow-Op 
variables . Jt . 
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For the sopfiomore cohort, the subgroup classifications were based on 
race, SES, school type (public and private), and schaol program (academic, 
vocational, and general),' The complete set of estimates, standard errors, and 
design effects is presented in Appendix 3 (for the senior cohort) and Appendix 
4 (for the sophomore cohort).^ 

Tables 5.3 and 5.4 show the mean design effects (DEFFs) and mean' root 
design effects (DEFTs ) for each cohort and subgroup. To f aci li tate 
comparisons between the two cohorts, two means are presented for the sophomore 
cohort. The first includes only the thirty proportions; the second includes 
both the proportions and the test score means. These tables suggest that the 

h 

efficiency of the First Follow-Up sample depends in part on the type of 
estimate being made. The mean design effect for estimates concerning all 
members of the senior cohort is highest when the estimates are simple . - 
estimates (2.64 for simple Follow-Up estimates and 2.73 for simple Base Year 
estimates), lower when the estimates are change estimates (2.19), and lowest 

a 

when the estimates are correlations (1.93 for Follow-Up correlations and 1.99 « 
for Base Year correlations). Similarly, for the sophomore cohort, change v 
estimated have loweV mean design effects than either type of simple 
estimate. This result (which applies to subgroup estimates as well) is in , 
line with k . empirical results suggesting thkt more complex <estima tors generally 
show lower design effects.^ * 



1 ■ • * 

In the 'Base ''Vear , statistics were also included for males and females. 

Jhe design effects for the two groups were very similar to each other and to 

the desTgn effects for Whites and others. For this reaspn, separate standard 

errors and* design effects were not calculated for either sex in the First ^ 

Follow-Up study. v 

Kish and Frankel, "Inf elrenqe f rom Complex Samples," Journal of the Royal 
Statistical Society* Series B (Methodological), 36 (1974)^ * 

* *• * , Jt - * " * ■ 

• * ' ' • 80 , 
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■ < TABLE 5.3 

Mean design effects and root design effects 
for senior cohort estimates 



Group 


Fol low-Up 
estimates 


-Base Year 
es-feimates 


Change 
estimates 


. -\ - 


Mean design effects 




/AJL JL o LUUCULo 


2.64 


2.73 


O 1 Q 




1 .92 


1 .98 


JL • O / 


ft 1 ark 


2.75 


1 .66 


I • j j 


Hi qna nip 


3. 47 


2.78 




bUW OJCjO 


2.42 


2.50 


ZD 


Middle SES 


• 1 .73 


1 .90 


1 .84 


High SES » 


1 .87 


1.77 f 


1 .80 


No pos tsecondary ed. 


2. 10 


2.10 


1 .92 


Some postsecondary ed. 


2.69 " 


2*45 


2.24 


Correlations (ail students) 


1 .93 


1.99 


— 


"c Mean roo.t design 


effects 




All students 


1 . 57 


1 .62 


1 A** / 


White and other 


1 .35 


1 .39 




Black 


1 .64 


1 .27 


I • ZZ 


Hispanic 


1.84 


1.66 » 


1 »m 
i ■ j i 


Low SES 


1 .54 


1.57 




Middle SES 


1 .31 


1.37 


1 .35 


High SES 


S .36 


1 .32 


1 .33 


.No postsecondary ed. 


1.43 - 


1 .43 


1 .37 


Some postsecondary ed. 


1.61 


, 1.54* 


1.48 


Correlations (all students) 


1.38 


^ 1 .39 : 

• %1 
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;.. • TABl^E 5.4 , 

Mea'n design "i&fi&ecta and root design effects 
for sophomore -cohort' estimates 



r 



Group 



Follow-Up estimates Base Year 1 estimates 
v Prop* All Prop* * All 



Change estimates 



Prop. 



All 



\ 



\ 



Mean design effects 



All students \. 


3 


.14 


* 3. 


59 


2 


.42 




2. 


90 


1 


.80 


1 


.91 


White and other 




.92 


3. 


1 2 


2 


.13 




2. 


44 


,< 1 


.6.2 


1 


.72 - 


Black 


2 


s 


2. 


85 


1 


.64 




1 . 


86 


1 


.56 


1 


.61 


Hispanic 


2 


.63 


\ 2. 


72 




.04 




2. 


05 


1 


.88 


1 


.92' 




i 

1 


71 


1 

1 • 


70 

/ o 


* 1 






1 • 


D z. 


i 
i 




1 
1 




Middle SES 


1 


.82 


1 . 


96 


1 


.61 




1 . 


64 


1 


.48 


1 


.57 


High SES 


2 


.34 


2. 


44 


1 


.85 




2. 


19 ' 


1 


.52 


k 1 


.57 


Public schools 


2 


.54 


2. 


87 


2 


.-15 




2. 


42 


1 


.66 


1 


.77 


Private schools . 


7 


.76 


9. 


1.7 


5 


.67 




7. 


62 > 


2 


.65 


2 


.8 2 • 


Academic program 


2, 


.49 


2. 


54 


2 


. 33 




2. 


54 ' , 


1 


.75 


/ 1 


.76 


Vocational program 


1 


.81 


; 1 . 


81 


1 


.54 




1 . 


52 


1 


.42 


1 


.48 


General program 


2, 
* — 


.00 


2\ 


04 


1 


.63 


•r 


1 . 


75 


,1 


.70 


1 


.77 




\ 




Mean 


foot 


design^ effects 








V 






All students 


1 . 


72 


1 . 


84 


1 


.51 




1 . 


64 




.33 


T~ 

1 


.37 


Vfliite and oth£r 


'1 . 


67 


<(l2 


1 


.42 




1 . 


51 


1 


.26 • ' 


1 


.30 


Black \ 


1 . 


61 


1 *. 


66 


1 


. 26 




1 . 


33 


1 


.23 


* 1 


.25* 


Hispanic 


1 . 


61 


1 . 


63 * 


1 


.41 




1 . 


41 


1 


.35 


1 


) 

.37 


I^ow SES 


1 . 


29 


1 . 


32 


^- 1 


.21 




1 . 


22 


1 


.18 


1 


.20 


Middle 'SES 


1 . 


33 


1 , 


38 


1 


.25 




1. 


26 


• 1 . 


.20 


1 


.24 


High SES 


1 . 


50 


\1 • 


53 


1 


,35 




1 . 


45 \ 


1 . 


.22 


.1 


.24 


Public school 


1 . 


56 


1\65 


1 


.42 




1 . 


50 


1 ! 


.28 


y i 


.32 


Private school 


2. 


51 


2 . 75 


2 


.16 




2. 


49 


1 . 


.57 


1 


.62 - 


Academic program 


r. 


53 


1 . 


54\ 


1 


.48 




1 . 


54 


1 . 


.29 


1 


.31 


Vocational pcogVam. 


1 . 


34 


1 . 


33 \ 


. 1 


.24 




1 . 


22 


1 . 


18 


1 


.21 


General program 


1. 


40 


1 . 


41 ' 


\ 1 


.27 




1 . 


31 


1 . 


29 


1 


.32 
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Senior cohort .. On the whole, the simple Base Year and Follow-Up 
estimates are about equally efficient for the senior cohort. The two types of 
estimates show similar mean design effects for the cohort as a whole and for 
each of the subgroups (except the Hispanics). Moreover, the mean design 
effects reported in Table 5.3 are similar to $hose observed during the Base 
Year. For all senior cohort members, the mean design effect during the Base 
Year was 2.69, a value quite similar to those in Table 5-3 (2.64 and 2.73). 
Most of the mean design effects for the subgroups are also similar to those 
calculated using data from the entire Base Year sample. (Th.e,Base Year, design 
effects are described in detail in Frankel e£ al., Sample ^ Design Report, pp^ \ 
A^24\hrough A-42.) ^ ' * 

% It is perhaps surprising that the^ senior cohort First Follow-up sample 
design effects are so" similar to t those found in the Base Year. The First 
Follow-Up sample design called for the systematic overrepresentation of - a 
number of policy-relevant subgroups and, as equation (8) shows, such 

* 

disproportionate allocation has an impact ^on the design effects. (Although 

some of these groups were already overrepresepted in the Base Year sample, the 

degree of overrepresentation is much greater in the First Follojtf-Up sample.) 

For means and proportions, the impact of disproportionate allocation (DEFFg) 

is related to the variability of the weights, which are designed to compensate 

for the dis£>roportionali ty . DEFFg can be estimated by 

• Var ' * - 

DEFF 3 = 1 + ~ ~ ■ y ' 'A (11) 

w 

in which 
fi 

*. ** * Var = the variance of the weights 

w • 

V 

w = the mean of the weights 
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For both BYWT and FUWT, the value of DEFF 3 exceeds 2.0. For the entire Base 
Year sample, the value is only 1.32. 

Something must be compensating for the increase in DEFF^ . There is 
little reason to think it \s a change in the value of DEFF 2 , which reflects 
the effect of stratification. For simple estimates, DEFF 2 depends on thfc 
dif f erences^mong stratum means- The original strata were school types, and 
it is reasonable - to assume that the differences among students attending 
different types of- schools have not changed much in the two years since the 
Base Year. (For estimates involving Base Year data, the value of DEFF n should 
be the same whether the estimate is based on the 'entire sample or just the 

l » 

subsample for the First Follow^Up. ) 

K / ■ 

On the other haxvd^ the cluster effect (DEFF J| ) is likely to have 
changed considerably- Clustering reduces the efficiency of the sample, and 
increases the, design* effect , because -observations within a cluster tend to be 
similar. For means and proportions, DEFF-j is related to the number of 
selections jjer cluster and to the degree of wi thin-cluster homogeneity. It 

■r ■ 

can be estimated as 

f ' * 

\ . * - 

" , DEFP 1 = 1 + ( F - 1 ) rho (12) 
in which * „ , 



DEFF-j « the impact of flustering on the overall design effect 
< (compare equation [9a]) . * 



F « the average ^ number of cases per cluster 

rho = the intraclass correlation coefficient, a measure of , 
wi thin-cluster homogenei ty 
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Rho takes on different values for different variables. There is no indication 
that it is, on the average, either lower or higher for First Follow-Up var- 
iables. (Of course, for Base Year variables, rhcj should be the same whether 
the estimates are based on the entire sample or just the subsample retained " 
for follow-up* ) By contrast, b has changed dramatically — the average number\ 
of student^ per school has dropped from about 28 in the Base Year sample to 
about 11 in the JTirst Follow-Up sample. For this reason, the average value of 
DEFF 1 should be considerably lower — enough to cancel out th<* effect of the ^ 
increase in DEFF^ • % " 

Sophomore cohort ♦ For the sophomore cohort, estimates using the 
Follow-Up sample are relatively less efficient than estimates using the Base 

Year sample. For all cohort members (see Table 5.4), the mean design effect 

\ 

is higher for simple Follow-Up estimates than for simple Base Year- estimates 
(3.14 vs. 2.42 for proportions; 3.59 vs. 2.90 for all statistics). Most of 
the subgroups show similar differences between means for Follow-Up and Base 
Year simple estimates. The'* relative inefficiency of the Follow-Up estimates 
can be traced to the increased variability of the weights. 

When the Follow-Up sample is used to make inferences about the Follow- 
Up population, -the appropriate weight is FUWT (or FUTESTWT with test * 
scores).' When Base Year da^a from members of the Follow-Up sample is* used to 
make inferences about the Base Year population, the appropriate weight is BYWT 

m / 

ior BYTESTWT). As chapter" 3 shows, FUWT is considerably more variable 
(variance = 19,530) th&n BYWT (variance = 10,066) % Base, Year non-participants 
who were i^tained in Follow-Up sample appear to be the source of the 

increased variability of FUWT. Basfe Year non-participants who had left school 
were subsampled'for the First, Follow-Up at a rate of .10 and the mean FUWT for 
this group is about 15 times larger than the mear^ for th^ rest of the 
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sample. Because these cases were Base Year non-participants, they were not 
included in Base Year estimates and hence do not affect the efficiency of Base 
Year estimates . 

The senior cohort design effects do not show a similar disparity in 
the efficiency of Base Year and Follow-Up estimates. This presumably reflects 
the fact that Base Year nonrespondents are not so systematically 
underrepresented in the senior cohort of the First Foll6w-Up sample. 

In the Base Year the mean design effect for sophomore cohort estimates 

was 2.88. Using Base Year data from the subsample retained for the First 

Follow-Up, a mean design effect of 2.90 is found. This should hardly come as 
v 

a surprise, since the subsample included nearly all of the Base Year par- 
ticipants. As noted already, the subsampling of Base Year non-participants 

■ < >> 

increased the design effects for simple First Follow-Up estimates. r 
5.4 Design Effects and Approximate Standard Errors" 

The mean design effects given \in Tables 5.3 and 5.4 can be used in ap- 
proximating standard errors that are not, included in the appendix tables. For 
example, the standard error of a proportion can be estimated from the simple 
random sample variance and the appropriate mean root design effect (DEFT): 

SE = DEFT x (p (1 - p) / n) 1 /2 (13) 

Similarly, the standard error for a mean can be calculated with the mean DEFT 
and the weighted variance of the individual scores: 

SE - DEFT x (WTVAR / n) . .V 2 * \ - (14) 

in which 

. WTVAR = weighted variance of the indi vidifal " scores 

n = unweighted number of valid observations 

DEFT » mean of the root design effects ;f or simple estimates. 
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The formula for the approximate standard error of a mean also applies to mean 
changes. The appropriate we}ght for change estimates is the panel weight 
(PANELWT). 

Subgrojup es ti ma tes . Tables 5.3 and 5.4 make it clear that the mean 
design effects \^nd mean root design effects vary considerably by subgroup. 
For this reason, it is important to^use the mean ifor the relevant subgroup in 
calculating approximate standard errors for subgroup statistics . 

Two rules of thumb are useful for calculating additional approximate 

< 

standard errors for subgroups* First, the sample will generally be more 
efficient for making inferences about groups, that are formed by subdividing 
groups listed in the tables. Estimates concerning Hispanic males, for 
example, will generally be more efficient than corresponding estimates 
concerning all Hispanics or all males. It will generally be conservative to 
use the mean root design effect for all Hispanics to estimate standard errors 
for Hispanics of either sex. This first rule applieis only when the variable 
used in subdividing a group crosscuts schools* Sex is one such variable since 
most schools include both males and females. 

A second rule of thumb applies to comparisons between subgroups. If 
the subgroups crosscut schools, then the design effect for the difference 
between the subgroup means will be somewhat smaller than the design effects 
for the individual means: 

Var, . < var, + Var^ - (15*) 

b-a b a 

in which - 1 

Var, ss the Variance of the difference between means 
b-a . 

* v ~ 

Var ss the variange of the mean for subgroup a * 

a \ 
* ' Var b ~ the variance of the mean for subgroup b* 

Thus. Varv. +' Var^ can be used with conservative results. 

n a n 

. 93 
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More complex estimators . Tables 5*3 and 5*4 also show that\iesign 
effects vary considerably by type of statistic. A third rule of thumb 1 is 
that more complex estimators show somewhat smaller design effects than simpler 
ones. Thus, correlations tend to have smaller design effects than change 
estimates and change estirfkateg tend to have smaller design effects than 
means. Investigators calculating approximate standard errors for complex 
statistics (such as multiple correlations or regression coefficients) can use 
the mean root design effect for change estimates with generally conservative 
results. *The procedure for calculating the approximate standard error of a 
complex estimate is analogous to the procedure for simpler statistics. First, 

a standard error is calculate^ using the formula for simple random samples. 

\ 

Then the simple , random sample st&pdard error is multiplied by the appropriate 

\ 

\ ♦ 

^ mean root design effect. 




Kish and Frankel, "Inference from Complex Samples," Journal of the 
Royal Statistical Society ; Series B (Methodological), 36 (1974). r 
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6. SAMPLE DESIGN FOR THE HIGH SCHOOL TRANSCRIPTS STUDY 

6.1 Introduction 

The sample for the High School Transcripts study consists of 18,427 
selections from among the 1980 sophomores who were eligible for the First 
Follow-Up survey, i'he major featured of the sample design include: 

continued oversampling from population segments of special concern to 
education policy makers (described below);- 

the inclusion of non-sampled co-t^ins of HS&B sampled twins; 

the inclusion of a small sample of nonparticipants in the Base Year 
survey to aid the assessment of the extent of nqmresponse bias in Base 
Year* results . • 

These design features were implemented by stratifying the sample of J980 
sophomores who were retained for the First Follow-Up according to self- 
reported sftudent characteristics and school level data* Initially derived 
strata were then combined into two majors partitions: - one containing policy- 
relevant subgroups which wete to be selected with certainty for the 
Transcripts study f and the other containing all remaining 1980 sophomores (see 
Table 6.1). In all f 12 f 309 cases were retained in the sample with certainty-*- 
>2,034 cases in. the probability sample plus 275 non-sampled co-twins. In 
addition, a systematic sample of 6,118 cases were subsam'pled '£ rom among 17,703 
remaining First Follow-Up selections, with a uniform probability of 
approximately .35. - V 

Sampling strata showp in Table 6»1 were defined as indicated in the 
legend. Sample members were then assigned to strata in the sequence specified 
in the table. That is, first, all- twins were identified and assigned to the 
Twins stratum. Then, from all remaining cases, members of the specially 
selected subsample of Base Year .survey nonparticipants were identified and 
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TABLE 6.1 



Sample allocation for the High School Transcripts Survey 

of High School atnd Beyond 







N of 


Total N 






Marginal 


in 




Stratum 


. Selections 


Stratum 



Retained in Transcripts sample with certainty (given iretentiori in the First 
Fol low-Up) 



Twins (in sample) 

Base year nonrespondents 

(for nonresponse bias assessment) 

Students from private schools 

Dropouts, early graduates, and 
transfers to private schools 

Cubans and Puerto Ricans 

High achievement Hispanics 

Asians and Pacific Islanders - 

High achievement Blacks 

High achievement/low SES Whites 

American Indians and Alaskan Natives 

Students with Parents survey data 



357- 

485 
3, 576 

2,947 
544 
570 
356 
453 
308 
- 424 

2, 014 



•357 

488 
3,636 

3,424 
990 

1 , 195 
544 
803 
474 
731 

3,047 



B. Subsampled for Transcripts survey (p = .35) 

Other Hispanics 800 

Other Blacks ' " . 930 

All other students - 4, 388 



ERIC 



Totals in probability sample 
Non-sample co-twins 

Total Selections 



18, 1 52 
275 

18,427 \ 



— ^ ^ : H ' ~ 

NOTES: Sampling strata are defined as follows (only casete te|ained in the 

First Follow-Up were eligible for -selection for tne :Transcripts survey): 



4i 



1 



Twins— All cases identified as twins or triplets in ^he\ Base' Year survey 
whose co- twin also attended the same schooli and was iVicijLuded in the study. 



4 . 
1 
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9. 



2. Base Year nonrespondents— The sample design for the First Follow-Up of 
f}S&B included a procedure for designating a 10 percent subsample of the 
approximately 5,000 Base Year nonrespondents in the 1980 sophomore 
cohort. These cases *ere to be retained in the follow-up samples regard- 
less of their 1982 enrollment status or any other eligibility criteria. 

■> # 

3. Students from private schools — Students who attendee} anV type -of non- 
public school at the time of the Base Year survey. 

s 

4. Dropouts, early gradates and transfers to priyate schools — Students who 
had graduated ahead of schedule or had left .high^ school before 
graduating, or who had transferred' from public tc* y private schools. 

5. ' Cubans and Puerto R*i cans— Students who identified themselves as being of 

Cubai^pr Puerto Rican origin or descent in either the Base Year or First 
Follow-Up* survey. * * ' . 

6. High a^qbji.evement His panics' — Students who identified themselves as being 
of Hisi^ic Origin or> descent in either the Base Year or Firs.t Follow-Up 
survey, and who had cojrippsite HS&B test, scores abfcve the median for the 
whole population (estimated by the weighted * median for the. sample). 
-First Follow-Up HS&B Composite Test Quartiles were used 0 if available;/ if 

they were missing, Base Year Composite Test Quartiles were substitute^ . ^ 



Asians and Pacific Islanders — Students vdio identified themselves as 
Asians or Pacific .Islanders . in either ttte Base Y<Ur or First Follow-Up 
survey. ** * . 1 * * , * 



Q\ High achievement Bracks — Students who identified themselves as $Lack in 

either the Base Yea r« or First Fbllow-Up survey and who had composite HS&B 

test 3cores above the median for the whole population (estimated by bhe 

weighted, median for the sample). First Follow-Up HSSB Composite Test 

Quartiles .were used if available; if mis-sing, Base Year Composite Test 

Quartiles were substituted. ' * 

i 

Hivjh achievement/low SES' Whites — Students who identified themselves as 
White in the Base Year or First Follow-Up purvey, who were in the highest 
quartile of the' composite HS&B test score distribution, and who were in 
the lowest quartile of ther composite SES scale. First Follow-Up HS&B 
Composite Test . Quartiles were used if available; if they were missing, 
Base Year Composite Test Quartiles were substituted. 



\ 



1 6. Anie r i can ~ Yndi ans ^ITncTXlaskan Na ti ves — S tude n ts who identified themselves 
as American Indians or Alaskan Natives in either' the Base Year .or First 
Follow-Up survey . 

< - 

11 # Students with Parent survey data fe — Students whose parents participated in 
the Base Year Parents survey. 

12. Other Hispanics — Students (/ho identified themselves' as Hispanic in either 
' the Base Year or First .Follow-Up survey and who o are not members of any 
strata" nunj^e red 1 through 1U 



13 # O ther Blocks — Students who identified themselves as non-Hispanic Blacks, 
in either the Base Year or First Follow-Up survey a<pd who are not memb^o 
of a^ty strata numbered 1 through 12. \97 

1 4* AH others — All remaining students whd are not members of any strata 
numbered V through 13. 1 # 



assigned to the second stratum* Third, students from private schools were 

i 

identified from among thosa not previously assigned to the Twins or Base Year 

♦ ' i 

Nonparticipant strata, and were assigned to the Private School stratum. Eight 

additional strata were created by repeating the process of assigning to each 

subsequent stratum all cases that had not been previously assigned to any 

earlier stratum. The first column of /Table 6.1 presents the marginal stratum 

sizes resulting from the hierarchical nature of the assignments, A total of 

12,309 cases (including 275 non-sampled co-twins of sampled students) were 

assigned t^p the eleven policy-relevant strata, and were retained in t ,the 

Transcripts study with certainty. Because the stratum definitions for the 

study are not inherently mutually exclusive, the second column of Table 6.1 

f 

shows the total number of cases who fit each stratum de^iajii tion, ignoring the 

hierarchical assignment. (Note: column 2 ignores the stratum ij^mbership of 

? » 
non -sampled co-twins.) „ 

♦ . ' 

The remaining sampling stratum contains all residual cases not assigned 
to policy-relevant strata. After these students had been sorted by school 
type and sex, a systematic sample of 6,118 was selected frpm the pool^ of 
17,70> remaining cases. The number of subsampled selections was conditioned 
by the requirement for a final data file containing approximately 16,000 
transcripts and an estimated completion rate of approximately 85 td 88 
percent. The lower portion of Table 6.1 also displays the numbers of 
selections belonging to each of three major racial or ethnic categories. 

High school transcripts could not be obtained for every case in *the 
sample. Therefore, weighting procedures were devised that would take account 
of both differential selection probabilities for sample members and dif- 
ferential Response rates for different types of schools $nd students.' For 
each sampled student, an initial weight was. computed as the product of the ^ 



98 



-91- 



First Follow-Up weight (prior to nonresponse adjustment) and the reciprocal of 

■» 

the student's retention* probabi li ty in the Transcripts study. For the 

certainty selections , the initial Transcripts weights are obviously equal to v 
i 

their initial First Follow-Up weights* (See section 3.2 for a complete 

■t 

description *of First Follow-Up weighting procedures.) For the subsampled 
cases, the initial Transcript^ weights are ^equal tQ their First Follow-Up* 
weights multiplied by the reciprocals,, of their selection probabilities. 

The strategy for adjusting base weights for nonresponse t^> the 
Transcripts study was conditioned by a series of analyses of response rates by 
•a variety of school and student characteristics* Since transcript requests 
were sent to school officials for processing, school variables predictably had 
the greatest impact oil data collection results. One factor in particular — the 
school's Base Year primary sample .type (stratum) — showed the greatest vari- 
ability in response rates to the' Transcripts survey. Moreover, within most' of 

4 

the nine school types, significant differences were observed in ,the ability of 
schools to return transcripts for students wbo had transferred or who h&d left 
school without graduating (dropouts). As a result, nonresponse adjustment 
cells were created using nine levels 6f school - sample type arid three levels of 
student status as shown in Table 6.2. Note that one cell associated with 
dropouts from high performance non-Catholic private school^ was empty. The 
weighted response rates presented in Table 6.2 (using initial Transcript study 
weights described above) vary from a high of 96 percent for non-transfer non- 
dropouts in regular Catholic schools to a low of 42 percent for dropduts from 
Catholic schools with.greater than 30 percent of enrollments made up of Cuban 
students. .On average, the nonresponse adjustment factor used in computing tl)e 
final weight for the Transcripts study was approximately 1.13. In only, one of 
the cells is the nonresponse adjustment greater than 2.0 (dropouts from Cuban 
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Catholic schools). however, this -factor is applied to only 6 cases in the 
dataset, and thus has negligible effect on thfe variance of the final case 
weights, Ip a total of 12 cells, Jthe adjustment factor 'is greater than 

1.30. These relatively large multipliers ^are applied to a total of 822 

* ' ? 

completed cases, or only 4.5 percent of the Transcripts sample. The impact on 

the design efficiency of the Transcripts sample is therefore minimal. 

TABLE 6.2 

Nonresponse adjustment cells, for the HS£B Transcripts Survey 
(unweighted N of respondents / weighted respons-e rate) 



School 



S tude n t s t a tus 



Transfer 



Dropout 



Other 



^Sample type 


r 


Unw. 
N 


Wtd. 
% 

-\ 


Unw. 
N 


Wtd. 
% 


Unw. 
N 


Wtd. 
% 


^ 

Regular public 




349 


70% 


1,, 490 


77% 


8, 534 


92% 


Alternative' public 




29 


71% , 


128 


71% 


369 

« 


93% 


Cuban public ^ 




6 


55% 


33 


69% 


126 


68% 


Other Hispanic public 




57 


74% 


258 , 


65% 


1,316 


87% 


Regular Catholic 




50 


'90% 


17 


92% 


1 , 323 


96% 


Black Catholic 




99 


74% 


21 


63% 


671 ' 


85% 


Cuban Catholic 




14 


56% 


4* 6 


42% 


f 

205 


85% 


Elite other private 


* 


14 


94% 






. 315 


95% 


Other private 




61 


8 <*_ 


16 


61 % 


, 434 


92% 



^6.2. Efficiency of the Transcript Design 

Although standard errors were not calculated for spqciffc statistics 

r 

- derived from Transcripts dat#, it is still possible to estimate the overall 
efficiency of the Transcripts design. Chapter 5 showed that the overall 

ioo 
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design effect can be seen as the product of three components, representing the 

r ■ 

V 

effects of clustering, stratification, and disproportionate allocatioii (see 
equations [&] - [9c]). The overall design effect can, therefore^ be estimated 
using estimates of each component. 

Such an estimate is developed here 'in three steps. First, the effect of 
disproportionate allocation (DEFF3) is estimated* Second, from Base Year and 
First Follow-Up data a range of reasonable values is established for the 

effects of clustering and stratif icktion (DEFF 1 and DEFF 2 >* Finally, this 
range is usfed to estimate the overall design effect for the Transcripts 
sample. 

6.2.1 Disproportionate Allocation ^ 

A sample design that calls for disproportionate allocation of cases 
across strata requires the use of unequal selection probabilities; case 
weights are used to compensate for this resulting differences among the 
selection probabilities and the -variability of the .weights measures the degree 
of departure from proportionate allocation. The effect of disproportionate 
allocation on the efficiency of sample means and proportions is closely 
related to the variability of the weights: 



V 



DEFF3 . 1 + Var(w) / w 2 # k , (1) 

Table 6.3 gives the variance of the weights (Var[w]) and the mean of the \ 
weights (w) for the Transcript Sample and for the sophomore cohort of the 
First Follow-Up sample. It should be noted that the relationship * in equation 
(1) is exact only when the wi thin-stratum variances are all /equal; in othar 
cases, equation (1) provides'a useful approximation ^f the/effect of dispro- 
portionate allocation. For the Transcript sample, the estimate of DEFF 3 is 



* 2.1 2. 



ERIC 
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The sum& of the weights are estimates of the size of the target popu- 
^ v 

lations (i.e., 1980 sophomores). ^he sums are virtually identical for the 
Transcripts and First Follow-Up samples and both are virtually identical to 

the Base Y ear sum. 

r 

TABLE 6.3 

Summary statistics for the final case weights 
for Transcripts and First Follow r Up Surveys 

Transcripts* First Follow-Up b 

Mean 237.2 ' K " 134.4 

Variance 62,894 x 19,536 

Relative Variance 1.12 4 * 1.08 

Sum 3,780,934 / 3,779,756 

Number Complete * 15,941 2*8*119 

1 — — — — - — : t — _____ 

a Excludes non-sample co-twins. 

b Follow-Up weight (FUWT) of 1980 sophomores. 

6.2.2 Base Year and First Follow-Up Design Effects 

For both the Base Year and First Follow-tjp samples, standard errors at& 

C 

design effects were calculated for a < number of statistics based on data from 
the sophomore cohort. Design effects vary across statistics'. Mpst of this 
variation reflects variations in the cluster effect (DEFF*) and the effect of 

Ml I 

stratification (DEFF 2 )., DEFF3, the effect of disproportionate allocation, 
will be relatively constant, since it depends only on the relative variance of 
the weights; for statistics concerning a particular domain, the relative 
variance of the weights will exhibit only minor fluctuations attributable to 
item nonresponse. ' , 

DEFF 1 depends on two factors — the number ofN^ases per clus ter (i.e., * 
school) and their homogeneity: ^ # 

k _ 

DEFF 1 = 1 +? ( b - 1 )rho. (2) 
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For statistics concerning a particular domain, the average number of case^j ^er 

! 

schoQl (5) will be nearly constant, showing only minor fluctuations due to 

item nonresponse* Homogeneity within schools (measured by rho, the intra- 

class correlation coef f icient ) , however, will vary sharply depending oi\ the 

variable involved — s tudents ' from the same school will be very simi lar on some 

variables but 1 will show little similarity on others. DEFF 2 depends on only <, 

one factor — the degree that the strata' differ from each other. More formally, 

the effect of stratification on the efficiency of means -and proportions can be 

estimated by the ratio of th^. pooled, wi thin-stratum variances to the total 

variance* Since the within-str attain variance is a portion of the total 

variance, DEFF2 is always less than one. Its exact value will vary depending 

on the degree of homogeneity within strata for the particular variable - 

Because the values of rho and DEFF2 vary across different variables, it 

is useful to estimate an "average" value for each of them. These average 

V 

values can be estimated from mean overall design ef f ects , - such as those / 

X 

presented in chapter 5 (see Tables 5.3 and 5.4) * Table 6,4 presents mean 
design effects based on more than thirty statistics deriyed froijt sophomore 

i 

data from the Base Year and First Follow-Up samples; in each case, the ^ 
statistics are means and proportions characterizing the sophomore cohort taken 
as a whole ♦ The table also includes estimates of DEFF 3 (based on equation 

sr 

[1]) and estimates of the average joint effect of clustering and 
stratification (DEFF-j x DEFF2 ) • Using different assumptions regarding the 
value of DEFF2, estimates of rho can be derived: 

* 

rho = (DEFF 1 - 1) / ( F - 1 ) (3) 

v 

where DEFF^ is estimated by : 

DEFF 1 = Overall Design Effect / (DEFF 2 x DEFF3). 
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The estimate^ values for rho and DEFF^ are also presented in the table ^ 

Since*' the average v<*lue of DEFF 2 is unlikely to be less than .9, the estimated 

» * 

values of rho in Table 6.4 represent a range of reasonable values for the 
averade rho. The estimates are considerably smaller for the First Follow-Up 



TABLE 6.4 

Estimates of mean design effect and design 
effect components: Base Year and 
r First Follow-Up .Samples 



, 1 . ... .„ i ..... \ . .* . - 




Base Year 






First Follow-Up 


Mean Overall DEFF 


2.88 






3.59 


DE?F 3 
(F - ? 1 ) - 


. 1 . 28 






\ , , 2.08 


28.9 




y 


27.0 

< 


DEFF -j x DEFF 2 


2.25 

♦ 






1 .72 


Assumed Values of DEFF 2 


Corresponding 


values 


for rho and DEFF 1 


1 .0 


rho 




.043 


.027 




DEFF-j 




2. 25 


1 .72 


.95 


rho 




.047 


.030 r 




DEFF 1 




2*37 


1 .-81 


.90 • 


rho v 




.052 


.034 . 




' DEFF-j 




2.50 


1.91 



NOT&: b is the number pf completed cases (30,030 for the Base Year and 

28,119 for the First Follow-Up) over the number of sample schools with 
1980 sophomores (1,004). The First Follow-Up weight (FbwT) is used for 
the First Follow-Up statistics. 



th&n for the Base Year sample and this may reflect a real decrease in the 

V 

homogeneity x>f students within a school. For the purpose of computing First 
Follow-Up sampling errors, school leavers were classified with students at the 
school f*^ 3 ™ which they were originally "selected . On a wide range of 
variables, school leavers will differ sharply from students attending the same 
Base Year School and these di f f erences wi 11 reduce wi thin-school homogenei ty. 
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6.2.3* Transcripts Sample - ' 

The analysis of the mean overall Resign effects for the Base Year and 
First Follow-Up statistics suggests a range of reasonable values* for rho and 
for DEFF 2 . Using the estimate of^DEFF 3 developed earlier, Table 6.5 
provides estimates of the mean q^erall design effect for the Transcript 
sample. Each estimate makes assumptions about the average valuer of rho and 
DEFF2/ within the limits <?f lijcely values for these components, the estimate 
for the overall design effect ranges from 2.7 to 3.8. Although * the Transcript 

f 

sample design uses an allocation scheme that, is even more disproportionate " 
"than those used in the Base Year and First Follow-Upr design , the estimates of 
the overall design effects in Table 6.5 are not much larger than the mean 
design effects for the Base Year and First Follow-Up samples. Apparently, the 

TABLE 6.5 

Estimated mean design effects for transcripts 
sample under several assumptions 



rho 


DEFF 1 


DEFF 2 


DEFF-j 


DEFF 


.027 


1 .40 


.90 


2.1 2 


2.67 


.027" 


1 .40 


1 .00 


2.1 2 


2.97 


.034 


1 .51 


.90 


2.1 2 


2,87 


.034 


1 .51 


1 .00 


2. 1 2 


3.1 9 


.043 


1 .64 


.90 ' 


2. 1 2 


3.13 


".043 


1 .64 


1 .00 


2.12 0 


3.48 


.052 


1 .77 


.90 


2.1 2 


3.38 


.052 


1 .77 


1 .00 


2.12 


3.76 



No^.e: The value of F for the Transcripts sample is about 15.9 (15,941 
cases selected from 1 ,004 Base Year schools with' 1 980 1 sophomores) 



reduced cluster size ( b is 15.9 for the Transcripts sample vs. 29.9 for „the 
Base Year and 28.0 for the the First Follow-Up sample) offsets much of the 
effect of the increased disproportionali ty. 
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Chapter 5 explains the use of generalized design eJPfects. Standard 
computer packages, such as SAS* and SPSS, assume that the data are from a J 
simple random sample; sampling variances for means and proportions calculated 
under the assumption of simple random sampling underestimate the actual v 
sampling variance by a factor equal to the -design effect* The analysis 
summarized in Table 6,5 suggests that the errpr wilL be, considerable* For 



this reason, the analyst who lacks the software to compute more . exac tf- samp ling 

« * 

variances may wish tp correct the output of standard cqjnputer programs using 

\ • 

an estimate of the average design . effect. (Chapter/ 5 describes the correction 
procedure in detail*) The most conservative approach is to assume a design^ 

effect of 3*76, the largest value obtained under "reasonable" assumptions. 

, ^\ 

Although the values in Table 6.5 are estimates for , means and proportions based 
on the entire sample, Chapter 5 gives 9-everal rules of thumb suggesting how 
the$ can be use"d for other classes of statistics and for statistics 

V 

characterizing subgroups of thp sample. 
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APPENDIX 1 

SUMS OF PRELIMINARY WEIGHTS AND NONRESPONSE ADJUSTMENTS 

Sophojnore Cohort 
Senior Cohort 



J- 08 



er|c 1 



APPENDIX 1A: Sums of Preliminary Weights and Nonresponse Adjustments 

Sophomore Cohort 
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SUMS OF PROBABILITY ^WEIGHTS AND NONRESPONSE ADJUSTMENTS 



Weight: FUWT 



r 



Cell 

Weighting Cell Name Code 



SOPHOMORE COHORT 

Selections ^ 
Sum of 
N Weights 





Part ic ipants 
Sum of 
N Weights 



Nonresponse 

Adjustment 

Factor 



.Non -Dropout Students 



Fbgular Public & Alternative Schools 














Male Hispanic 


y 














No Test Score 


f 11110 


242 


36004 


237 


35250 


1 


.021 


Lowest Quartile 


11111 


346 


.45459 


336 


44295 


1 


.026 


Second Quartile 


11112 


258 


34173 


246 


y 32097 


1 


.065 


Third Quartile 


11113 






1 Z D 


lolys 


1 


.024 


rourun Quartile - 


T T ~\ T A 
11114 


90 


11331 


89 


11156 


1 


.016 


Male Black 














t 


^ No Test Score 


11120 


301 


37426 


290 


35727 


1 


.048 


'Lowest Quartile 


11121 . 


509 


66840 


480 


62727 


1' 


.066 


Second Quartile 


11122 


290 


36961 




. 34913 


1 


. 059 


Third Quartile 


11123 


lob 


T C. Q T ~! 

i d y z l 


ion 
b6 0 


16396 


1 


.032 


Fourth Quartile 


11124 


60 


8077 


57 


7778 


1 


.038 


Male White/Other 










* 






No Test Score 


11130 


1249 


187092 


1061 


- } 153790 


1" 


. 217 ' 


Lowest Quartile 


11131 


1073 


144067 


995 


133178 


a 


.082 . 


Second Quartile 


11132 


1580 


220413 


1506 


208756 


i 


.056 


Third Quartile 


11133 


i Q tr c 


z4 y j i z 


linn 

± / ? Z 


241264 


i 


.0 34 


Fourth Quartile 


11134 


2251 


' 295067 


2159 


2.8 25 7 7 


i 


. 044 


Female Hispanic 
















No Test Score 


11210 


147 


21679 


140 


20907 


i 


.037 


Lowest Quartile 


11211 


305 


40543 


29 3^ 


38865 


i 


.043' 


Second Quartile 


11212 


202 


25693 


198 


25290 


. i 


.016 


Thirdh Quartile 


11213 


105 


13781' 


.102 


13581 


i 


.015 r 


Fourth Quartile 


11214 - 


50' 


6634 


48 


6386 


i 


.039 


Female Black 
















No Test Score 


11220 


280 


39992 . 


271 


39059 


i 


.024 


Lowest Quartile 


11221 


645 


80524 


617 


76901 


i 


.047 


Second Quartile 


11222 


390 


47352 


374 


45111 


i 


. 050 


Third Quartile 


11223 


163 


' 20806 


159 


20"393. > 


i 


.020 


Fourth Quartile 


11224 
/ 


. 74 


9188 


72- 


8974 


i 


. 024 


Female White/Othe'r 












V 




No Test Score 


11230 


1020 


15a467 


897 


139185 


.139 


Lowest Quartile 


11231 


1085 


148159 


1038 


141129 


l 


.050 


Second Quart il^ 


■11232 


1665 


228216 


1601 


219765 


i 


. 038 


Third Quartile 


* 11233 


2026 


284212 


1974 


275484 


i , 


.032 


Fourth Quartile 


11234 


2214 


297166 


2170 


291376 


i . 


.020 



Hispanic Public Schools 



Male Hispanic 

No Te£t Score 13110 
Lowest Quartile 13111 



191 
267 



ERIC 



7385 189 
8981 1 0 252 



7320 1".009 
848~9 1.058 



Second Quartile 
Third Quartile 
Fourth Quartile 



Male Black 

No Test Score 
Lowest Quartile 
Second Quartile 
Third Quartile 
Fourth Quartile 

Male White/Other 
No Test Score 
•Lowest Quartile 
Second Quartile 
Third Quartile 
Fourth Quart i le 

Female Hispanic 
No Test Score 
Lowest Quartile 
Second Quartile 
Third Quartile 
..Jourlih Quartile 

Female Black 
No Test Score 
Lowest Quartile 
Second Quartile 
Third Quartile 
'ourth Quartile, 



Female White/Other 
No Test Score " 
Lowest Quartile 
Second Quartile' 
Third Quartile 
Fourth Quartile 



13112 
13113 
13114 



13120 
13121 
13122 
13123 
13124 



13130 
13131 
13132 
13133 
13134 



13210 
13211 
13212 
13213 
13214 



13220 
13221 
13222 
13223 
13224 



161 
130 



5189 
4276 



C "7 


1 / b 4 


37' 


1165 


44 


1451 


22 


• 729 


io 


300 


4 


'110 



94 
78 
102 
86 
93 



149 
348 
222 
vg.04 
46 



30 
75 
43 
11 
4 



3284 
2 613 
3354 
287 4, 
3008 



6.0 1 1 
11*642 
'7*4 7 

3 347 
>1409 



1428 
2598 
1505 
411 
123 



148 
124 
56 ^ 



34 
44 
20 
10 
4 



53 
70 
93 
82 
9 2 



5 
342 
213 ' 
1-00 
46> 



29 
67 
43 
10 
4 



4705 
4026 
JL714 



1073 
1451 
673 
300 
1L0 



2031 
2 325 
3083 
2722 
2979 



5896 
11472 
7101 
\3171 
Jl409 



1404 
2320 
1505 
369 
123 



1 ,103 
1 . 062 
1 .029 



1 .086 
1.000 
1.084 
1 .000 
r.OOQ 



1.617 
1 .124 
1 . 088 
1 .056 
1 .010 



1 . 019 
1 . 015 
1 . 049 
1 .056 
1.000 



1 . 017 
1.119 
1 .000 
1 .113 
1 .000 



13230 


75 


3 686. 


\ 55 
71 


2165 


1 .702 


13231 


77 


2443 


2262 


1 . 08*0 


13232 


89 


2666 


86 


2588 


1.030 


13233 • 


106 , 


3295 


. 98 . 


2998 


1 . 099 


13234 


94 ... 


29'4 6 


93 


2915 


1 . 011 



Catholic Schools 



Male jj&ispanic 










228 




.000 


No Test Score 


17110 


13 


228 


13 


1 


Lowest Quart il-e 


17111 


30 


1025 


29 • 


1017 


1.008 


■ Second Quartile 


17112 


53 


1749 


51 


1720 


1 


. 017 


Third Quartile 


,17113 


59 


2873 


58 


2 86 3 


1 


.003 


Fourth Quartile 


17114 

> 


45~ 


1423 


45 


1423 


1 


.000 


Male Black 
















No Test Score 


17120 c 


10 


478 


9 


473^ 


1 


.011 


Lowest Quartile 


17121 


45 


1335 


43 • 


1300 


1 


.027 


Second Quartile 


17122 


'51 


1181 


48 


1124 


1 


.050 


Third Quartj.le 


17123 


54 


1643 


54 '. 


164 3 


1 


. 000 


Fourth Quartile 


17124 


'■ 27^ 


913 


26 


759. 


1 


. 203 


Male White/Other • 


* 














No Test Score 


17130 


• 69 




65 


9002 


1 


.090 


Lowest Quartile 


17131 


36 


3672 ' 


"36 


3672 


1 


.000 


Second Quartile 


'17132 


134- 


. 13953 


133 


13828. 


1 


.009 


Third Quartile 


173-33 


231 


-^\7005 


226 


26583 


1 


.016 


Fourth Quartile 


17134 


311 


33289 


3 09' 


33010 


1 


.008 



Hi 



--A1A-3 - 

v Female Hispanic 



J^o Test Scored 


17210 


20 


437 


20 


437 


1 


.000 


Lowest Quartile - 


17211 


71 


1782 


65 


17.09 


1 


.043 


Second Quartile 


17212 


• 84 


2818^ 


79 


2740 


1 


.028 


Third Quartile 


17213 


85 


3295 


82 


3152 


1 


.046, 


* Fourth Quartile 


17214 


66 


2506 


63 


2491 


1 


. 006 


l?am 3 1 O "PI 2 r Ir 
















„ No Test Score 


17220 


37 


845 


35 


826 


1 


.024 


Lowest Quartile 


17221 


76 


1713 


69 


16 3 6 


1 


.046 


* Second Quartile 


17222 


54 


1768 


53 


1748 


1 


.011 


Third Quartile 


17223 


36 


1569 


35' 


1557 


1 


. 008 


Fourth Quartile 


17224- 


26 


1736 


26 ' 


• 1736 


1 


.000 


Kama 1 o [Jh i +"0 /Of l*iDr 

r ciiiaic will Lc / u Lllcr 








• 


\ 






No Test Score 


17230 


60 


4539 


52 


4072 


1 


.115 




X / Z Jl 


b 0 


o y,z / 


61 


58 5 7 


1 


.012 


Second Quartile 


17232 


182 : 


20163 - 


175 


19200 


1 


.050 


1 11 1 I u v^/Ulal LIXc 


1 / Z J J 


9 7 Q 


4 z o ft o • 


TIT 

z i z 


o o r\ r\ i 
5 Z(J U J 


1 


. 026 


Fourth Quartile 


17234 


. 334 


40067 


329 . 


39592 


1 


.012 


Non-Cathol ic Private 


Schools ' 


/ 

i 




W 








Male Hispanic 


19110 


29 


3 26 4 


29 


3264 


1 


.000 


Male Black 


19120 


22 


1651 


21 


1648 


1 . 


. 002 


Mai n %7Vii+-o/Oi-HoT~ 
rlaXt; r/Ill Lc / U Lllcr 
















No Test' Score 


19130 


106 


13511 


94- 


12309 


1 . 


.098 


jLiCjwtJoL yuar L 1 IS 


1 Q 1 "7 1 


1 "J 
\ -> 


0 A A Q 
J ft 4: O 


11 


3,3 5 1 


1 . 


.029 


Second Quartile 


19132 


29 


6468 


• 28 


5943 


1 . 


.088 


Third Quartile 


19133 


57 


8854 


55 


8499 


1 . 


.042 


Fourth Quartile 


19134 


291 


19052 


283 


18519 


1. 


.029 


r* 

Female Hispanic 


19210 


21 


3543 


21 


3545 


1. 


.000 


Female Black 


19220 


6 


680 


6 


680 


1. 


.000 








* 










pppn a 1 o Wh i +-o /Of har 
r ciiiaic rviii Lc/^Llltir 














. No Test Score 


19230 


69 


13172 


61 


10900 


1. 


208 


Lowest Quartile 


19231 


Zi . 


4617 


22 


4459 


1 . 


035 


Second Quartile 


19232 


34 


7039 


33 


6881 


1. 


023 


Third Quartile 


19233 


67 


11946 


67 


11946 


1. 


000 


Fourth Quartile 


19234 


135 " 


16752 


131 


15664 


1 . 


070 


Dropout Students 














Male Hispanic 
















No Test Score 


2 110 


90 


. 22216 


85 


21995 


1. 


010 


Below Median 


2 111 


179 


18102 


168 


16528 


1 . 


095 


Above Median 


2 113 


1 tz 


q q n 

y y u 


1 J 


y l j 


1 . 


(Jo 4 


Male Black 
















No Test Score 


2 120 


76 


23826 


68 


22986 


1. 


037 


Below . Median 


2 121 


147 


„ 18994 


129 


16537 


1 . 


149 


Above Median 


2 123 


11 


1328 


9 


1098 


1 . 


210/ 


Male White/Other 






i 










No Test Score 


2 130 


' 165 


77928 


126 


52002 


1 . 


499 


Below Median 


2 131 


503 


80362 


441 


70814 


1. 


135 



ERJC 112 



f 



4 






- A1A- 

» 


-4 - 










Above Mediafi 


2 


133 


177 


« 

32666 


149 

JL Tt „7 


* 284 01 




1 "SO 


Female Hispanic 










I 






« 


No Test Score 


2 


210 


65 


16859 


• 57 


15766 


1. 


069 


I BelCrw Median 


2 


.211 


195 


14943 


183 ' 


13830 


1. 


081 


Above Median 


2 


213 

X. _1_ «J 


22 


? n ? r 


■ z u 


JL Z7 D O 


1 . 


U o £ 


1 

, Female Black 














/ 




No Test Score 


2 


220 


49 • 


1.7.013 


45 


16462 ' 


1. 


034 


Below Median 


2 


221 


142 


17285 


128 


15113 


1. 


144 


Above Median 


2 


223 


o 


i nnn 

JL \J \J \J 


Q 
O 


1UUU 


JL , 


nnn 
uuu 


Female' White/Other 


✓ 








• -* 








No Test Sc?ore 


2 


'23 0 , 


0-24 


66375 


102 


52722 


X. 


259 


Below Median 


2 


231 


473 


75761 


42 3 

X. O 




JL » 


i i n 
x ± u 


Above Median 


2 


233 


160 


27798 


135 


23516 


1 


182 

JL. U L 




















TOTAL, 






29737 


3779815 


28119 


35361*57 







\ 



ERIC 
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- A1A-5 - 

SUMS OF PROBABILITY WEIGHTS AND NONRESPONSE ADJUSTMENTS 



SOPHOMORE COHORT 



Weight: BYWT 

i 

Weighting Cell Name 



Selections 



Cell 
Code 



N 



Sum of 
Weights 



Participants 



Sum of 
N Weights Factor 



Nonresponse 
Adjustment 



Non-Dropout Students 
Regular Public & Alternative Schools 



Male Hispanic 


UH . 


1066 • 


145601 


944 


123731 


1 


.177 


Black 


1112 


1296 


166233 


1148 


147445 


r l 


.127 


White/Other 


,1113 


,8009 


1096013 


7206 


9699J38 


1 


.130 


3 Female Hispanic 


1121 


\8u9 


108331 


735 


95794 


1 


.131 


Black 


1122 


1552 


197865 


1424 


175876 


1 


. 125 


White/Other 


1123 


8010 


1116221 


7365 


1010339 


1 


.105 


Hispanic Public Schools 














Male Hispanic * 


1311 


806 


c . 

27598 


72 3' 


23846 


1 


.15*7 


.Black . 


1312 


117 


* 3757 


102 


3324 


' 1 


.130 


• White/OtheV ' 


1313 


453 


15135 


378 


12429 


1 


.218 


Female Hispanic 


1321 


' 869 


29857 


799 


26613 


1 


.122 


Black . 


1322 


163 


6067 


149 


5089 


1 


. 192 


White/Other 


1323 


'441 ' 


15038 


389 


1208,6' 


1 


.244 


Catholic Schools 








/ ■ 








Male Hispanic 


1711 


200 


730O 


196 


7255 




.006 


Black 


1712 


187 


5552 


183 


5278 


-1 


. 052 


Whi te/O^ther 


1713 


781 


87736 


• 751 


84523 


1 


. 038 


Female Hispanic 


1721 


326 


10840 


312 


10589 


1 


. 024 


Black 


1722 


229 


7633 


214 


7092 


1 


. 076 


White/Other 


1723 


920 


103543 


881 


100096 


1 


. 034 


Non-Catholic Private 


Schools 














Male Hispanic 


1911 ' 


29 


3264 


26 ' 


2883 


1 


.132 


Black 


1912 


22 


1651 


21 


1485 


1 


.112 


White/Other 


1913 


496 


51335 


441 


45169 


1 


.137 


Female Hispanic 


1921 


21 


3543 


. 19 


3284 


1 


.079 


Black 


1922 


6 


680 


6 


680 


1 


. 000 


White/Other 


1923 


328 


53528 


286 


46427 


1 


.153 


Dropout Students 














Male Hispanic 


2 11 


■ 284 


41309 


257 


23866 


1 


.731 


Black 


2 12 


234 


44150 


217 


26176 


1 


.687 


White/Other 


2 13 


• 845 


190957 


788 


131178 


1 


.456 


Female Hispanic 


2 21 


282 


33828 


265 


22456 


1 


.506 


Black 


2 22 


199 


35300 


184 


22412 


1 


.575 


White/Other 


2 23 


757 


169935 


710 


117981 


1 


. 4-4 0 


TOTAL 




29737 


3779815 


27119 


3265355 
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- A.1A-6 - 

SUMS OF PROBABILITY WEIGHTS AND NONRESPONSE ADJUSTMENTS 



Weight: PANELWT 

Cell 

Weighting Cell Name Code 



SOPHOMORE COHORT 

Select ions 
Sum of 
N Weights 



Part icipants 
Sum of 
N Weights 



Nonresponse 

Adjustment 

Factor 



Non-DroDOut Students 



Regular Public & Alternative Schools 


c 










Male Hispanic 


1111 


1066 


145601 


. 912 


119125 


1 . 


222 


Black 


1112 


1296 


' 166233 


1085 


138755 


1 . 


198 


White/Other 


1113 


8009 


1096013 


6859 


921067 


1. 


190 


Female Hispanic 


1121- 


809 


108331 


707 . 


92494 


1. 


171 


Black 


1122 


1552 


197865 


1365 


168450 


1. 


175 


White/Other 


1123' 


8010 


1116221 


7139 


977102 


1 . 


142 


Hispanic Public Schools 














Male Hispanic 


1311 


806 


27598 


' 68^ 


225 04 


1. 


226 


Black 


1312 


117 


3757 


97 


3^75 


1 . 


183 


White/Other 


1313 


453 


15135 


"353 


11591 


1 . 


306 


Female Hispanic 


1321 


869 


29857 


776 


258 07 • 


1 . 


157 


Black 


1322 


163 


6067 


139 


4745 


1 . 


279 


White/Other 


1323 


441 


15038 


368 


11403 


1. 


319 



Catholic Schools 



Ma^ Hispanic 


1711 


200 


7300 


192 


7209 


1. 


013 


B-lack 


1712 


187 


5552 


176 


5026 


1 . 


105 


White /Other / 


1713 


781 


87736 


742 


83179 


1. 


055 


Female Hispanic / ^ 


1721 


326^ 


10-840 


" 295 


10280 


1. 


054 


Black 


1722 . 


229 


7633 


203 


6964 


1. 


096 


White/Other 


1723 


920 


. 103543 


858 


97746 


1 . 


059 



Non-Catholic Private Schools 



Male Hi s P an i G 


1911 


29 


■ 3264 


26 


2883 


1 


. 132 


Black 


1912 


22 


1651 


20 


1482 


1 


.114 


White/Other 


1913 


496 


51335 


424 


43121 


1 


.190 


Female Hispanic 


1921 


.21 


3543 


19 


3284 


1 


. 079 


- Black 


1922 


6 


680 


6 


680 


1 


.000 


White/Other 


1923 


328 


'33528 


280 


45023 


1 


.189 


r 

Dropout Students 














Male Hispanic 


2 11 


284 


41309 


239 


21994 


1 


. 878 


Black 


2 12 


234 


44150 . 


189 


22648 


1 


.949 


White/Other 


2 ,13 ' 


845 


190957 


684 


114142 


1 


.673 


Female Hispanic 


2 21 


282 


33828 


243 


20187 


1 


.676 


Black 


2 22 


199 


35300 


166 


19688 


1 


. 793 


White/Other 


2 23 


757 


169935 


627 


105452 


1 


. 611 



TOTAL 29737 3779815 25875 3107222 
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- A1A-7 - 

SUM'S OF PROBABILITY WEIGHTS AND NONRESPONSE ADJUSTMENTS 



Weight: PUTESTWT ' 



SOPHOMORE COHORT 
Selections 



Cell 

Weighting Cell Name Code 



N 



Sum' of 
We i ghts 



V 



t 



Participants Nonresponse 

Sum of Adjustment 
N Weights Factor 



Non-Dropout Students 



Regular Public & Alternative Schools 

Male Hispanic . 

No Test Score 11110 

Lowest Quartile 11111 

Second Quartile 11112 

Third Quartile 11113 

Fourth Quartile 11114. 

Male Black 

No Test Score 11120 . 

' Lowest Quartile 11121 

Second Quartile 11122 

. Third Quartile 11123 

Fourth Quartile 11124 

Male White/Other 

No Test Score 11130 

Lowest Quartile 11131 

Second Quartile 11132 

Third Quartile 11133 

Fourth Quartile 11134 

Female Hispanic 

No Test Score , 11210 

Lowest Quartile "' 11211 

Second Quartile 11212 

Thi rd \Quart ile 11213 

Fourth Quartile 11214 

Female Black 

No Test Score 11220 

Lowest Quartile . 11221 

Second Quartile 11222 

Third Quartile 11223 

Fourth Quartile 11224 

^ Female White/Other 

No Test Score 11230 

Lowest Quartile 11231 

Second Quartile 11232 

Third Quartile 11233 

Fourth Quartile 11234 

Hispanic Public Schools 

Male" Hispanic 

No Test Score 13110 

^ Lowest Quartile 13111 



Rir 



" 242 


36004 


219 


346 


45459 


316 


258 


34173 


' 226 


130* 


18632 


• 120 


90 


11331 


86 


301 


. -37426 v 


260 


509 


66840 


456 


290 


36961 


273 


136 


16927 


123 


60 


8077 


1 56 


1249 


/ 187092 


910 


1073 


144067 


914 


1580 


- 220413 


1402 


1856 


249372 


1680 


2251 


295067 . 


2033 


147 


21679 


128 


305 


40543 


276 


202 


25693 


185 


105 


'13781 


99 


. 50 


6634 


46 


o q n 
2 o (J 


39992 


242 


645 


80524 


590 


390 


47352 


360 


163 


20806 


147 


74 


9188 


71 


1020 


158467 


804 


1085 


148159 


968 


1665 ' 


228216 


1492 


2026 


284212 


1861 


2214 


297166 


2050 


191 


7385 


174 


267 


8981 


231 




116 






32113 
59631 
34621 
15354 
7670 



133168 
122351 
194131 
225835 
26.6648 



18269 
3 6 513 
23698 
13148 
613M 



34100 
73478 
43581 
18974 
8885 



124173 
131851 
205436 
258530 
274806 




1.404 
1.177 
1.135 
1.104 
1.106 



1.186' 
1 .110 
1 . 084 
1.048 
1 . 084 



1 .«172 
1.095 
1.086 
1.096 
1.034 



1 .276 
1 .123 
1 .110 
1.099 
1 .081 



6266 
7722 



1.178 
1.163 



- A1A-8 - 



Second Quartile 
Third Quartile 
Fourth Quartile . 

Male Black 

No Test Score 
LotfSst Quart ire 
Second Quartile 
Third Quartile 
Fourth Quartile 

Male White/Other 
No Test Score 
Lowest Quartile 
Second Quartile 
Third Quartile v 
Fourth Quartile 

Female Hispanic 
No Test Score , 
Lowest Quartile 
Second Quartile 
Third Quart-ile 
Fourth Quartile 

Female Black 
No Test Score 
Lowest Quartile 
Second Quartile 
Third Quartile 
Fourth Quartile 

Female White/Other 
No Test Score 
Lowest Quartile 
Second Quartile 
Third Quartile 
Fourth Quartile 

Catholic Schools 

Male Hispanic 
No Test Score 
Lowest Quartile 
Second Quartile 
Third Quartile 
Fourth Quartile 

Male Black 

No Test Score 
Lowest Quartile 
Second Quartile 
Third Quartile 
Fourth Quartile 

Male White/Other 
No Test Score 
Lowest Quartile 
Second Quartile 
Third Quartile 
Fourth Quartile 



IC 



13112 


161 


5189 


140 


13113 


130 


4276 


119 


13114 - 


57 


1764 


56 


13120 


37 


1165 


32 


■13121 


44 


1451 


42 


13122 . 


22 


729 


19 


13123 


10 


300 


10 


13124 


4 


110 


4 










13130 


94 


3284 


46 


13131 


78 


2613 


62 


13132 


102 


3354 


84 


13133 


86 


2874 


79 


13134 


93 


' 3008 


85 

* 


132V 


149 


'6*011 


139 


13211 •*; 


348 


11642 


324 


13212 


222 


. 7 44 7 


208 


13213 


104 


3347 


95 


13214 

r 


46 


1409 ' 


45 


V 

13220 


30 


1428 


24 


13221 


75V 


259.8 


63 


13222 


4 3 ; 


1505 


40 


"13 22.3 


11 


411 


8 


13224 


4 


123 


4 


13230 


75 


3686 


46 


13231 


77 


2443 


65 


13232 


89 


2666 


84 


13233 


106 


3295 


91 


13234 


94 


2946 


85 


17110 


- 13 


228 


13 


17111 


30 


1025 


29 


17112 


53 


1749 


51 


17113 ' 


59 ■ 


2873 


58 


17114 ' 


45 


1423 


44 


17120 


10 


478 


9 


17121 


45 


1335 


43 


17122 


51 


1181 


46 


17123 


54 " 


1643 


5 3- 


17124 


27 


• 913 


25 


- 

17130 


69 


9816 


64 


17131 


36 


3672 


•36 


17132 


■ 134 


13953 


131 


1713 3 


231 


27.005 


220 


17134 . 


311 


33289 


305 






117 





4454 
3878 
1714 
f 

1006 
1394 
639 
300 
110 



1855 
2093 
2858 
2623 
2819 



5675 
10923 
6943 
2967 
1377 



964 
2216 
1403 

■ 323 
123 



1435 
2049 
2536 
2719 
2734 



22& 

1017 
1720 
286-3 
1406 



473 
1300 
1095 
1628 

739 



8898 
3672 
13690 
25364 
32536 



1. 164 
1.102 
1. 029 



1.158 
1 . 041 
1. 141 
1. 000 
1 . 000 



1.770 
1 . 248 
1.173 
1.095 
1 . 067 



1 
1 
1 
1 
1 



1 
1 
1 
1 



059 
065 
072 
128 
023 



1. 480 
1.172 
1.072 
1. 271 
1 . 000 



2. 567 
1. 192 
1. 051 
1. 211 
1. 077 



1. 000 
1.008 
1 . 016 
1 . 003 
1. 012 



011 
027 
078 
009 
235 



1 . 103 
1. 000 
1 . 019 
1. 064 
1.023 



Female Hispanic 

No Test Score 17210 - 

Lowest Quartile 17211 

Second Quartile 17212 

Third Quartile 17213 

Fourth Quartile 17214 

Femafe Black . 

No Test Score 17220 

Lowest Quartile 17221 

Second Quartile 17222 , 

Third-Quartile 17223 

Fourth Quartile 17224 

Female White/Other 

No Test Score 17230 

Lowest Quartile 17231 

Second Quartile 17232 

Third Quartile 17233 

, Fourth Quartile 17234 

Non-Catholic Private Schools 

Male Hispanic 

Male Black 

Male White/Other 
No Test Score . 
Lowest Quartile 
Second Quartile 
Third Quartile 
Fourth Quartile 

Female Hispanic 

Temale Black 

Female White/Other 
No Test Score 
Lowest Quartile 
Second Quartile' 
Third Quartile 
F-Ourth Quartile 

Dropout Students 



Male Hispanic 
No Test Score 
Below Median 

Above Median 

i 

Male Black 



- A1A-9 - 

2^ 
71 
84 
85 
66 



437 
1,782 
2818 
3295 
2506. 



37 
76 
54 
36 
26 



60 
65 
182 
279 
334 



845 
1713 
1768 
1569 
1736 



,~4539 
' 5927 
20163 
•32845 
40067 



18 
62 
76 
81 
62 



14 
65 
52 
33 
25 



39 
61 
172 
263 
318 



409 
1687 
2442 
3015 
2475 



505 
1581 
1736 
1529 
1723 



3640 
5857 
18809 
31153 
38127 



1. 068 
1. 056 
1.153 
1 . 093 
1. 012 



1.674 
1. 083 
1.018 
1. 026 
1. y07 

1- 247 ... N 
1.011* 
1. 071 
1. 054 
1.050 ' 



19110 


29 


3264 


27 


3120 


1 . 


046 


19120 


22 


1651 


20 


1645 


1. 


003 


19130 


106 


13511 


84 


10879 


1. 


241 


19131 


13 


3448 


10 


2826 


1. 


220 


19132 


29 


6468 


28 


5943 


1 . 


088 


19133 


57 


8854 


53 


8240 


1. 


074 


19134 l - 


291 


19052 


273 


17911 


1. 


063 


19210 


21 


3543 


18 


3071 


1. 


153 


19220 


6 


680 


6 


680 


1 . 


000 


19230 


69 


13172 


56 


10409 


1. 


265 


19231 


23 


4617 


22 


4459 


1. 


035 


19232 


34 


7039 


31 


6514 


1. 


080 


19233 


.67~ 


11946 


67 


11946 


1. 


000 


19234 


, 135 


16752 


122 


14885 


1 . 


125 



2 


110 


90 


22216 - 


74 


19153 


1.159 


2 


111 


179 


18102 


147 


. 14805 


1.222 


2 


113 


15 


990 


10 


431 


2. 294 



No Test Score 


2 


120 


76 


23826 


67 


22852 


1. 


042 


Below Median 


2 


121 


~147 


18994 


115 


14591 


1. 


301 


Above Median 


2 


123 


11 


1328 


9 


1098' 


1 . 


210 



Male White/Other 

No Test Score 2 130 

Below Median 2 131 



ERIC 



165 
503 



77928 
80362 



118 



109 
390 



45220 
62379 



1 
1 



723 
288 



- A1A-10 - 



Above Median 


2 


133 


177 


32666 


123 

JL J 




T 

1 . 




Female Hispanic 


















No Test Score 


2 


210 


65 


16859 


47 


14521 


l. 


161 


Below Median 


2 


£ X X 


X J 3 


JL *± J *± O 


4 1 b 4 


12865 


1 . 


161 


Above Median 


^> 

/ 


213 


22 


2025 

V J 


x o 




1 ♦ 


n c n 
UoU 


! 

Female Black 


















No Test Score 


2 


220 


49 


17013 




15731" 


1. 


Q81 


Below Median ▼ 


2 


£ 4. X 


JL *± £ 


JL / Z O D 


1 1 Q 

1 lo 


13956 


1 . 


238 


Above Median 


2 


223 


8 


X \J \J \J 


7 




"I 

1 ♦ 


1 / Z 


^Female White/Other 


















No Test. Score 


2 


2 343 


124 

JL 


D D O / O 






1 • 


418 


Below Median 


2 


231 


473' 


v 75761 


379 ' 


61463 


1, 


232 


Above- Median 1 


2 


233 


160 


27798 


123 

JL *m *J 


2076? 


"I 

JL ♦ 


1 ^ A 
j JO 


TOTAL V 






"29737 


3779815 


26216 


3285881 







/ 



4 
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' . - A1A-11 

SUMS OF PROBABILITY WEIGHTS AND NONRESPONSE ADJUSTMENTS 



SOPHOMORE COHORT 



Weight: BYTES^WT . 



Weight ingy Cell Name 



Selections 



ceil 
Code 



N 



Sum of 
We ights 



Participants 



N 



Sum of 
Weights 



Nomr-e sponse 

Adjustment 

Factor 



Non-Drooout ^udents 



Regular Public & Alternative Schools 



Male Hispanic 1 


1111 


1066 


145601 ' 


824 


109596 


J 1 


. 328 


Elack 


1112 


1296 


166233 


995 


128807 


1 


.290 


White/Other 


1113 


q n n q 


1 u y b U 1 6 


c n c n 
b / b U 


Q AO H' 

y osy 20 


. 1 


one 


Female Hispanic 


1121 


n n n 

809 . 


, 108 3 31 


c c n 
bb2 


o r r r o 

86652 


1 


OTA 

,250 


Black 


1122 


1 bb 2. 


1 Q "7 Q £T C 

iy/Qob 


1272 


157 87 2 


1 


.25 3 


White/Other 


1123 


oul U 


1 1 If) Z/l 

A 

/ 


b y y u 


y b / / b 4 


■ 1 


. 1 b b 


Hispanic Public Schools' 














Male Hispanic 


1311 


806 


2-75 98 


615 


20213 


1 


. 365 


Black 


1312 


117 


3757 


80 


2591 


1 


. 449 


White/Other " 


>&L3 


453. 


15135 


359 


11850 


1 


.277 


Female" Hispanic 


1321 


869 


29857 


720 


23846 


1 


. 252 


Black 


1322 


163 


6067 


133 


4639 


1 


.307 


Whi te/Other 


1323 


441- 


15038 


366 


11352 




.324 


Catholic Schools 
















Male Hispanic 


1711 


200 


7300 


187 


7071 


1 


.032 


Black 


1712 


187 


5552 


177 


5 07 3 


1 


.094 


White/Other 


1713 


781 


87736 


712 


' 77920 


1 


.125 


Female Hispanic 


1721 


326 


10840 


306 


10403 


1 


. 042 


' . Black 


1722 


229 


7633 


192 


6787 


' 1 


.124 


White/Other 


1723 


920 


103543 


860 


99004 


• 1 


.045 



Non-Catholic Private Schools 



Male Hispanic 


1911 


29 


3264 


16 


1502 


2.. 


172 


Black 


1912 


22 


1651 


17 


874 


1 . 


889 


?V White/Other 


1913' 


496 


51335 


390 


37824 


1 . 


357 


Female Hispanic 


1921 


21 


3543 


10 


1876 


1 . 


888 


Black 


1922 


6 


680 


4 


298 


2. 


281 


White/Other 


1923 


328 • 


53528 


259 


40355 


1 . 


326 



Dropout Students 



Male Hispanic 


2 


11 


284 


41309 


194 


19092 


2 


.163 


Black 


2 


12 


234 


44150 


158 


20323 


2 


.172 


White/Other 


2 


13 


845 


190957 


680 


113028 


1 


.689 


Female Hispanic 


o 

*m 


21 


282 


33828 


^217 


16969 


1 


.993 


Black 


2 


22 


199 


35300 


150 


18286 


i 


,930 


Whi te/Other 


2 


23 


757 


169935 . 


633 


103559 


1 


.640 



TOTAL 29737 3779815 24938 3004350 
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^A1A-12 - 

SUMS OF PROBABILITY WEIGHTS AND NON&ESPONSE ADJUSTMENTS 



Weibht: PNLTSTWT 



Weighting Cell Name 



SOPHOMORE COHORT 

Select ions 
Cell Sum of 

Code N - Weights 



Non-Dropout Students 

Regular Public fx Alternative Schools 

Male Hispanic 1111 1066 

Black ~ 1112 1296 

White/Other 1113 8009 

Female Hispanic - 1121 809 

Black ' 1122 1552 

White/Other 1123 8010 

Hispanic Public Schools 



' 145601 
-\i66233 

1096013 
108331 
1&Z865 

11?5221 



Part icipants 
Sum of 
N Weights 



Nonresponse 

Adjustment 

Factor 



748 
908 
6029 
606 
1168 
6371 



S 



99152 
117279 
81)896 7 

79475 
1449l9~ 
870625 



1 . 468 
1 . 417 
1 . 354 
1 . 363 
1 . 365 
1 . 282 



Male Hispanic 


1311 


806 


27598 


546 


^ 17770 


1 


. 553 


Black 


1312 


117 


3757 


75 


2444 


1 


.537 


^Whi te/Other 


1313 


453 


15135 


310 


-> 10394 


1 


. 456 


Female Hispanic 


1321 


869 


29857 


672 


22211 


'1 


. 344 


Black 


1322 


163 


6067 


115 


4067 


1 


. 491 


White/Other ' 


1323 


441 


15038 


325 


10040 


1 


. 497 



Catholic Schools 



Male Hispanic 


1711 


200 


7300 


182 


7008 


1 . 


041 


Black 


1712 


187 


5552 


167 


4763 


1 . 


165 


Whi te/Other 


1713 


781 


87736 


692 


% 75264 


1. 


165 , 


Female Hispanic 


1721 


326 


10840 


281 


9619 


1 . 


126 


Black 


1722 


229 


7633 


175 


6571 


1 . 


161 


Whi te/Other 


1>23 


920 


103543 


814 


93948 


1 . 


102 


Non-Catholic Private 


Schools 














Male Hispanic 


1911 


29 


3264 


15 


1500 ' 


2. 


174 


Black 


1912 


22 


1651 


15 


868 


1 . 


901 


Whi te/Other 


1913 


496 


51335 


364 


34923 


1. 


469 


Female Hispanic 


1921 


21 


3543 


9 


1719 


2 . 


061 


Black 


1922 


6 


680^ 


4 


298 


2. 


281 


Whi te/Other 


1923 


328 


53528 


242 


37806 


1. 


415 


Dropout Students 
















Male Hispanic 


2 11 


'284 


41309 


157 


- 15237 


2. 


711 


Black 


. 2 12 


234 


44150 


124 


15689 


2. 


813 


White/Other 


2 13 


845 


190957 


513 


85496 


2. 


233 


'Female Hispanic 


2 21 


282 


33828 


182 


14793 


2. 


286 


Black 


2 22 


199 


35300 


125 


14809 


2. 


383 


White/Other 


2 23 


757 


169935 


502 


82226 


2. 


066 


TOTAL 




297 3 7 


3779815 


22436 


2689892 
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APPENDIX IB: Sums of Preliminary ^eights and Nonresponse Adjustments 

Senior Cohort 
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- A1B-1 - 



SUMS OF PROBABILITY WEIGHTS AND NONRESPONSE ADJUSTMENTS 

SENIOR COHORT 



Weiaht: FUWT 



Selections 



Cell 

Weighting Cell Name Code 



N 



Sum of 
Weights 



Participants 
Sum of 
N Weights 



Nonresponse 

Adjustment 

Factor 



3aseyear Nonparticipants 



Non -Hispanic Publ ic 
& Alternative 
Schools 

Hispanic Public 
Schools 

Catholic Schools 



01 0 

03 0 
07 0 



442 



16 
19 



Non -Cat ho lie Pr i vate 
Schools 



09 0 

Baseyear Participants 
Regular Public & Alternative Schools 



Male Hispanic 
No Test Score 
Lowest Quartile 
Second Quartile 
Third Quartile 
Fourth Quartile 

Mole Black 

No Test Score 
Lowest Quartile 
Second Quartile 
Third Quartile 
Fourth Quartile 

Male White/Other 
No Test Score 
Lowest Quartile 
Second Quartile 
Third Quartile 
Fourth Quartile 

Female Hispanic 
No Test Score" 
Lowest Quartile 
Second Quartile 
Third Quartile 
Fourth Quartile 

Female Black 
No Te'st SJcore 
Lowest Quartile 
Second Quartile 



18 



399244 

14699 
20094 

19455 



369 333306 1.197 

12 11024 1.333 

17 17978 1.117 

14 ' 15131 1.285 



Rir 



11110 


73 


8499 


63 


7493 


1. 


134 


11111 


239 


23826 


214 


21550 


1. 


105 


11112 


112 


11626 


103 


10729 


1. 


083 


11113 


74 


7961 


70 


7491 


1. 


062 


11114 


33 


3311 


31 


3125 


1. 


059 


11120 


200 


22376 


180 


20455 


1. 


093. 


11121 


534 


53839 


468 


47152 


1. 


141 


11122 


236 


24653 


213 


22429 


1. 


099 


11123 


145 


14735 


133 


13480 


1. 


093 


11124 


60 


6979 


57 


6618 


1. 


054 


11130 


232 


118690 


213 


109879 


1. 


080 


11131 


345 


139573 


316 


126789 


1. 


100 


11132 


48r 


200797 


438 


181009 


1. 


109 


11133 


561 


205928 


5 31 


195937 


1. 


050 


11134 


798 


254374 


768 - 


244840 


1. 


038 


11210 


- 74 


7596 


69 


6957 


1. 


091 


11211 


222 


22421 ' 


206 


20855 


1. 


075 


11212 


100 


10126 


95 


9559 


1. 


059 


11213 


60 


5782 


59 


5687 


1. 


016 


11214 

* 


36 


4218 


33 


3891 


1. 


084 


11220 


203 


21875 


194 


20819 


1 . 


050 


11221 


766 


77913 


729 


73890 


1 . 


054 


11222 
f 


295 


3 m 


286 


29349 ' 


1. 

* 


027 



- AJ.B-2 - 



Third Quartile 11223 
Fourth Quartile 11224 



136 
55 



11789 
5243 



131 
52 



11402 
5028 



1 
1 



033 
042 



Female Whiter/Other 
No Test Score 
Lowest Quartile 
Second Quartile 
Third Quartile 
Fourth Quartile 



11230 


180 


93899 


168 


88697 


1 


.058 


11231 


448 


174069 


422 


162545 


1 


.070 


11232 


580 


231413 


, 549 


220395 


1 


.049 


11233 


668 


• 231083 


. 654 


226664 


1 


. 019 


11234 


702 


222379 


* 690 


218221 


1 


.019 



Hispan ic 



Pub lie 



Schools 



Male Hispanic 
No Test Score 
Lowes't Quartile 
Second Quartile- 
Third Quartile 
Fourth Quartile 

MaA Black 

No Test Score 
Lowest Quartile 
Second Quartile 
, Third Quartile 
Fourth Quartile 

Male White/Other 
No Test Score 
Lowest Quartile 
Secohd Quartile 
Third Quartile 
Fourth Quartile 

Female Hispanic 
No Test Score 
Lowest Quartile 
Second Quartile 
Third Quartile 
Fourth Quartile 

Female Black 
No Test Score 
Lowest Quartile 
Second Quartile 
Third Quart-die 

* Fourth Quartile 

Female White/Other 
No Test Score 
Lowest Quartile 
Second Quartile 
Third Quartile 
Fourth Quartile 

Catholic Schools 

Male Hispanic 
N.o Test Score 
Lowest Quartile 
Second Quartile 
Third Quartile 



13110 


57 


2284, • 


55 


2207 


1.035 


mil 


203 


7295 


180 


6392 


1.141 


13112 


92- 


32 92 


84 


3009 


1 . 094 


13113 


106 


2887 


99 


2707 


1.066 


1.3114 


57 


1358 


56 


, 1337 


1 . 016 



o 

ERIC 



1719 0 

_L J JL JL U 


A. A. 




Q 
O 




9 A 

z *± 


Yfi 7fi 

1DOD 


99 
z> z 


13122' 


11 


528 


* 9 


1 7 1 9 7 


D 


1 £0 


D 


13124 


4 


68 


4 


1717 0 
1 Jl jU 


o 


lOO 


D, 


17171 


A 1 


A9££ 
*± jL D D 


7 7 


13132 


29 


4041 


27 


13133 


38 


3103 


33 


1 71 7A 


7 7 


9 7 59 

Z J J J 




i 791 n 

-L _) Z _L \J 


75 


70 7R 

Jv JO 


4 71 


1 791 1 


2R7 

Z V i 


1 04 70 


271 


1 791 9 

_L Z _L Z 


1 24 


4250 


121 


13213 


92 


2311 


88 


13214 


38 


919 


38 


13220 


10 


836 


9 


13221 


44 


2465 


43 


13222 


14 


709 


13 


13223 


6 


159 


6 


13224 


- 4 


84 


. 4 


13230 


8 


188 


8 


13231 


35 


3576 


31 


13232 


31 


4049 


28 


1323 3 


35 


3610 


35 


13234 


33 


2998 


31 


17110 


8 


1020 


8 


17111 


9 


568 


7 


17112 


29 


1711 


28 


17113"" 


42 


1418 


38 






124 





600 
1526 
414 
146 
68 



140 
3612 
3434 



1.418 
1 . 072 
1 .276 
1 . 1O0 
1 . 000 



1 . 327 
1 . 181 
1 . 177 



2999 y 1.034 
2315 1.019 



2881 
9879 
4150 
2216 
919 



753 
2436 
625 
159 
- 8'4 



188 
3501 
3995 
3610 
2948. 



1 . 054 
1'.055 
1 .024 
1.042 
1.000 



1 .111 
1 .011 
J.. 133 
1 . 000 
1.000 



1.000 
1 . 021 
1 .013 
1.000 
1 . 017 



1020 
390" 
1540 
1230 



1 .000 
1.459 
1 . Ill 
1.133 



- A1B-3 - 



Fourth Quartile 


17114 


45 


1572 


\ 44 


1559 


1 


. 008 


Male Black 








- 




• 




No Test Score 


17120 


3 


446 


3 


446 


1 


• P 00 


Lowest Quartile . 


17121 


3 


269 


3 


270 


1 


.boo 


Second Quartile 


17122 


18 


1261 


15 


865 

\j \j <*s 


1 


458 


Third Quartile 


17123 


40 


699 


37 


668 


1 


. 046 


Fourth Quartile 


17124 


26 


- 985 


24 


956 


1 


.030 


/ 

Male white/Other 










1 \ 






No Test Score 


17130 


22 


11358 


21 


10728 


1 


. 058 


Lowest Quartile 


17131 


13 


5188 


11 


4546 ' 


1 


.141 


Second Quartile 


17132 


34 


14175 


34 


14175 


1 

JL 


000 

« \J \J \J 


Third Quart i le * 


17133 


49 


17229 


48 


16600 


1 


. 037 


Fourth Quartile 


17134 


80 


22718 


78 


22075 


1 


. 029 


Female Hispanic 






> 




J 






No Test Score 


17210 


4 


379 


3 


275 


1 


.380 


Lowest Quartile 


17211 


. 28 


1424 


24 


1254 


1 


.135 


Second Quartile 


17212 


37 


11.483 


36 


1441 


1 


029 


Third Quartile 


17213 


72 


1910 


69 


1875 


1 


. 018 


Fourth Quartile 


17214 


41 


544 


• 39 


526 


i 


. 034 


Female Black 
















Nc Test Score 


17220 


5 


303 


5 


304 


i 


.000 


Lowest Quartile 


17221 


20 


1275 


19 


* 1267 


i 


. 0'06 


Second Quartile 


17222 


38 


2159 


35 


2009 


i 


.074 


Third Quartile 


17223 


28 


733 


26 


? / 70 8 


i 


'. 036 


Fouilth Quartile 


17224 


15 


1086 


15 


1086 


i 


. 000 


Female White/Other 










2803-- 






No Test Score 


17230 


8 


,2803 


\ 8 


i 


. 000 


Lowest Quartile 


17231 


28 


10$ 70 


25 


9922 


i 


. 075 


Second Quartile 


17232 


64 


19434 


62 


18 78 9' 


i 


.034 


Third Quartile 


17233 


74 


23568 


70 


23322 


i 


. 010 


Fqurth Quartile 


W234 


114 


31832 

J JL U J 


• , 112 


31081 


i 


024 


Non-Catholic Private, 


dKioois 




■> 










Male Hispanic 


jL9110 


19 


2219 


19 


2219 ■ 


i 


000 

* \J \J \J ^ 


Male Black 


19120 


24 


1347 


23' 


1249 


i 


. 078 


Male White/Other 
















No Test Score 


19130 


12 


5653 


8- 


3820 


i 


. 480 


Lowest Quartile 


19131 


4 


-15 76 


4 


1577 


i 


. 000 


Second Quartile 


19132 


11 


4697 


\ 10 


4128 ' 


i . 


.138 


Third Quartile 


19133 


16 


5893 


15 


5324 


i . 


.1^7 


Fourth Quartile 


r9134 


69 , 


» 17824 


68 


1J44 0 


i , 


. 022 


Female Hispanic 


19210 


12 


1295 


10 


915 


i , 


.416 


Female Black 


19220 


16 


2061 


15 


1986 


i . 


. 037 


Female JWhite/Other 
















No Test Score 


19230 


12 


6391 


12 


6391 


i , 


. 000 


Lowest Quartile 


19231 


11 


5*112 


'9 


4661 


i , 


. 161 


Second Quartile 


19232 


' 14 


6320 


13. 


6188 


i. 


, 021 


Third Quartile 


19233 


* 27 


8742 


24 


8476 


' i . 


, 031 


Fourth Quartile 


19234* 


53 

— > * — 


15418 


50 


13895 " 


l. 


.109 


TOTAL 




11995 


3039719 


11227 


2821675 
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SUMS OF PROBABILITY WEIGHTS AMD NONRESPONSE ADJUSTMENTS 



SENIOR COHORT 



Weight: PANELWT 



Cell 

Weighting Cell Name Cod^e 



Select ions 
Sum of 
N Weights 



Participants 
Sum of 
N Weights 



Nonrespons 
Adjustment 
Factor 



Regular Public & Alternative Schools 














Male nl opdlUL 
















1NO 1 cSl jCOic 


± ± ± ± \j 


73 


10010 


6 3 


o o o, c 

o 825 


1 


.134 


T f~\ t t £i <** 4- ■» ^ -» ~] 

bovcsi yuaruiie 


1 1 1 1 1 
± ± j- ± ± 


*~\ ~> r~\ 
239 


28062 


214 


o tr *i o n 

25381 


1 


. 105 


Second Quartile 


11112 


112 


13,69 3 


103 


12637 


1 


ri o *3 

.083 


T*hird Quartile 


11113 


— » A 

74 


93 7 7 


70 


O O O *3 

8823 


1 


f\ r o 

.062 


FvJOlI L 11 S^QclI U X ± c. 


1 1 i 1 d 

r 


33 


3900 


• 3 1 


3681 


1 


c\ n c\ 

.059 


Male DiaCK 


; 

V 














no lest bcore 


"1119 0 
111 


n n. n 

200 


n o c c 

26355 


Ton 
1 O U 


2 4 uy l 


1 


.093 


Lowest yuartiie 


111 Zl 


534 


63411 


468 


_ _ _ — _ 
55535 


1 


* 141 


Second Quartile 


11122 


236 


29036 


213 


26417 


1 


iO o o 

. 099 


Third Quartile 


11123 


145 


^1735 5 


TOO 

133 


15877 


1 


/O O "3 

.093 


rourtn yudii ne 


111 OA 
1 1 1 £ f± 


60 


8220 


57 


7795 


1 


. 054 


Male wnite/utner 














r 


no i est ocore 


1 1 1 J u 


232 . 


139790 


213 


129413 


1 


r\ c\ r\ 

.080 


Lowest Quartile 


1117 1 
111 ol 


345 


164386 


316 


149329 


1 


. 100 


' Second Quartile 


11132 


480 


236494 


438 


213188 


1 


. 109 


Third Quartile 


"11133 


561 


24253 7 


531 


o o r\ o /" o 

230769 


1 


r\ r~ r\ 

.050 


rourtn yuart ne 


1 1 1 7 A 
1 1 1 O f± 


798 


299596 


768 


288 366 


1 


C\ *3 O 

. 038 


remaie riispanic 














. 0 91 


no i est ocore 


1 1 9 1 O 
ll^lU 


74 


8947 


69 


8193 


1 


Lowest yuaruiie 


119 11 
11/11 


222 


26407 


206 


O A f /" O 

24563 


1 


r\ —y r~ 

.0 75 


Second Quartile 


11212 


100 


11927 


95 


t n o c o 

11258 


1 


. 05y 


Third Quartile 


11213 


60 


6811 


59 


6698 


1 


AT/" 

.016 


Fourth Quartile 


11214 


36 


4968 


3 3 


» r- o O 

4583 


1 


n o a 
. Uo4 


Femaie Black 
















No Test Score 


11220 


203 


25764 


194 


24520 


1 


. 050 


Lowest Quartile 


11221 


766 


91765 


729 


87025 


1 


.054 


Second Quartile 


>11222 


o o, tr 

295 


"3 C C 1 1 

3 5 5 2 2 


n o c 

286 


i/i err 

J4 bob 


T 
1 


. U Z / 


Third Quartile 


11223 


1 *3 /" 

136 


t n o o c 

13885 


TOT 

131 


1 O /I O Q 

13429 


T 
1 


n t t 
. U J J 


Fourth Quartile 


11224 


55 


61 7ft 


b 2 


b y 2 2 


T 
1 




Female White/Other 




• 












No Test Score 


11230 


180 


110592 


168 


104465 


1 


. 058 


Lowest Quartile 


11231 


448 


205014 


• 422 


191441 


1 


.070 


Second Quartile 


11232 


580 


272552 


549 


259575 


1 


. 049 


Third Quartile 


11233 


668 


272164 


654 


266959 


1 


.019 


Fourth Quartile 


11234 


702 


261913 


. 690 


257015 


1 


. 019 


Hispanic Public Schools 














Male Hispanic 
















No Test Score 


13110 


57 


2739 


55 - 


2645 


' 1 


. 035 


Lowest Quartile 


13111 


'203 


8746 


180 


7663 


1 


.141 


Second Quartile 


13112 


92 


3947 


84 


3607 


1 


. 094 



RIC 



126 



4 



Third Quartile 
Fourth Quartile 

Male Black 

No Test Score 
Lowest Quartile 
Second Quartile 
Third Quartile 
Fourth Quartile 

Male White/Other 
No Test Score 
Lowest Quartile 
Second Quartile 
* Third Quartile 
Fourth Quartile 

Female Hispanic . 
No Test Score 
Lowest Quartile 
Second Quartile 
Third Quartile 
Fourth Quartile 

Female Black 
No Test Score 
Lowest Quartile 
Second Quartile 
Third Quartile 
Fourth Quartile 

Female White/Other 
No Test Score 
Lowest Quartile 
Second Quartile 
Third Quartile 
Fourth Quartile 

Catholic Schools 

Male Hispanic 

No Test Score ■ 
Lowest Quartile 
Second Quartile 
Third Quartile 
Fourth Quartile 

Male Black 

No Test Score 
Lowest Quart ile 
Second Quartile 
Third Quartile 
Fourth Quartile 

Malk White/Other 
No Test -Score 
Lowest Quartile 
Second Quartile 
Third Quartile 
Fourth Quartile 

F"einale Hispanic 

ERIC 



- MB-5 - 

13113 106 v 3461 

13114 57 1628 



13120 11 1020 

13121 24 1962 

13122 11 634 

13123 6 192 

13124 4, 82 



99 3245 1.066 

56 1603 1.016 

8 719 1.418 
22 1830 1.072 

9 497 1.276 
5 175 1.100 
4 82 1.000 



13130 8 

13131 41 

13132 29 

13133 . 38 

13134 33 



222 6 

5ll5, '37 

4845 27 

372.0 33 

2828 31 



167 1.327 

4330 1.181 

4116 1.177 

3595 1.034 

2775 1.019 



13210 75 3642 

13211 287 ,12504 

13212 124 5095 

13213 92 2771 

13214 - t . 38 1102 



71 


3453 


1. 


054 


271 


11843 


1 . 


055 


121 


4975 * 


,1 . 


024 


88 


2657 


1 . 


042 


38 


1102 


1 . 


000 



13220 10 1003 9 902 1.111 

13221 44 2955 43 2920 1.011 

13222 . 14 850 13 750 1.133 

13223 6 • 191 6 191 1.000 

13224 4 101 4 101 1.000 



13230 8 

13231 35 

13232 31 

13233 35 

13234 33 



226 8 

4287 31 

4855 28 

4328 35 

3594 31 



226 1.000 

4196 1.021 

4789 1.013 

4328 1.000 

3534 1.017 



17110 


8 


1134 


8 


■ 1134 


1. 000 


17111 


9 


632 


7 


• 433 


1 . 459 


17112 


29 


1902 


28 


1711 


1 . Ill 


17113 


42 


1577 


38 


1367 


1 . 153 


17114 


45 


1748 . 


44 


1733 


1 . 008 


17120 


3 


496 


3 


496 


1. 000 


17121 


3 


300 


3 


300 


1 . 000 


17122 


18 


1402 


15 


961 


1 . 458 


17123 


40 


777 


37 


743 


1 . 046 


17124 


26 


1095 


24 


1062 


1 . 030 


17130 


22 


12625 


21 


11925 


1 . 058 


17131 


13 


5767 


11 


5053 


1. 141 


17132 


34 


15756 


34 


15756 


1.000 


17133 


49 


19151 


48 


18451 


1.037 


17134 


80 


25252 


78 


24537 


1. 029 
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mo . -*st b^cre 


x i 210 


A 

A 


* * 

422 


— > 

3 


305 


1 . 


. 380 


Lowest Quartile 


17211 


28 


1583 


24 


1393 


1 . 


135 


Second Quart i le 


17212 


37 


1649 


36 


1602 


1. 


029 


Third Quartile 


17213 


72 


2123 


69 


2085 


1. 


018 


rourtn QUnrtile 


17214 


41 


605 


39 


585 


1 . 


034 


remade Black 
















no lest bcors 


172 20 


5 


~i ~i ~i 
3 37 


5 


337 • 


1 . 


000 


Lowest Quart ile 


17221 


20 


1418 


19 


1409 


1 . 


006 


Second Quartile 


17222 


38 


2400 


35 


' 2233 


1. 


074 


Tm rd Quar tile 


17223 


28 


815 


26 


787 


1. 


036 


Fourth Quartile 


1 TOO i 

17224 


15 


1207 


15 


1207 


1 . 


000 


r eiTiaie win te/ otner 
















No Test Score 


17230 


8 


3116 


8 


3116 " 


1. 


000 


..Lowest Quartile 


17231 


28 


11860 


25 


11028 


1 . 


075 


Second Quartile 


17232 


64 


21602 


62 


20884 




034 


Third Quartile 


' 17233 


74 


26197 


70 


25922 




010 

\J ^ \J 


Fourth Quartile 


172,34. 


114 


- 35382 


112 


34547 


1. 


024 


Non-Cat hoi ic Private 


Schools 














Male Hispanic 


19110 


19 


2728 


19 


27 28 


1. 


000 


Male Black 


19120 


24 


1656 


23 


1536 


1 . 


078 


Male white/ Other 
















No Test Score 


19130 


12 • 


6950 


8 


4696 


1 . 


480 


Lowest Quartile 


19131 


4 


1938 


4 


1938 


1 . 


000 


Second Qjiartile 


19132 


11 


5775 


10 


5074 


1. 


138 


Third- Quartile 


19133 


16 


7245 


15 


6544 ■ 


1 , 


107 


Fourth Quartile 


19134 


69 


21911 


68 


21439 


1. 


022' 


Female Iiispanic 


19210 


12 


1593 


10 


1125 


1. 


416 


Female Black 


19220 


16 


• 

2534 ' 


15 


1 2441 


1. 


037 


Female whi te /Other 
















No Test Score 


19230 


12 


7857 


12 


7857 


1 . 


000 


Lowest QuartTTfe 


.19231 


11 


6653 


9 


5730 


1. 


161 


Second Quartile 


19232 


14 


7770 


13 


7607 


1. 


021 


Third Quartile 


19233 


27 


10747 


24 


10420 


1. 


031 


Fourth Quartile 


19234 


53 


18953 


50 


17080 


1. 


109 


TOTAL 




11500 


3039717 


10815 


2444234 







i 
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APPENDIX 2 

RESPONSE AND NONRESPONSE RATES BY SELECTED VARIABLES 
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APPENDIX 2A: First Follow-Up Questionnaire Weighted 
Response Patterns by Selected Variables 



- A2A-1 - 



Table 2A-1 

First Follow-up Questionnaire Weighted Response Pattern by 
Base Year Participation Status, and 
"Working For Pay at a Full-Time or Part-Time Job" 



( Seniors) 



Base Year Participation 
Status 



Yes 



No 



Refusal 



Missing 



Total 



Non-participants 52.8 45.2 0*0 2.0 13.4 

Participants 54.7 V 44,3 ' • 0.0 1.0 86.6 



Total * 5830(54.5) 5225(44.4) 2(0.0) 170(1. H 11227(100.0) 



NOTE: Cell entries and all marginals represent weighted percentages. The frequencies 
represent the number of First Follo^Up participants. 



Table 2A-2 

First Follow-up Questionnaire Weighted Response Pattern by Base Year 
Participation Status*, and "Other Activities" 

" (Seniors) 



Base Year Participation 
Status 


I Yes 


No 


Refusal 


Missing 


Total 


Non-Parti A pants 


5.3 


92.8 


0.0 


2.0 


13.4. 


Participants 


5.2 


9 3. t 8 


0.0 


1.0 


* 86.6 


Total 


541(5.2) 


— * — - 

.. 10514(93.7) 


2(0.0) 


170(1. ft 


11227(100.0) 



NOTE: Cell entries and all marginals represent weighted percentages. The frequencies ^ 
represent the number of First Follow-Up participants. 
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- A2A-2 - 
Table 2A-3 

First Follow-up Questionnaire Weighted Response Pattern by Base Year Pa-rticipation 
Status, and "Taking Academic Coiirses at a Two- or Four-Year Coluege" 



( Seniors) 



Base Year Participation 
Status 


Yes 


No 


Refusal 


Missing 


Total 


Non-Participants 


35.3 


62.8 


0.0 


1 

2.0 




Participants 


sr 

42.9 


56.1 


0.0 


1 .0 


86.6 


Total 


4822(41.9) 


\ 

6233(57.0) 


2(0.0) 


170( 1.1) 


11227(100.0) 



NOTE: Cell entries and all marginals represent weighted percentages. The frequencies 
represent the number of First Follpw-Up participants. 



Table 2A-4 

First Follow-up Questionnaire Weighted Response Pattern by Base Year Participation 
Status, and "Taking Vocational Courses at Any Kind of School or College" 



( Seniors) 



Base Year Participation 
Status 


Yes 


No 




Refusal 


Missing 


Total 


Non-Participants 


5.1 


92 


.9 


0.0 


2.0 


13.4 


Participants 


7.7 . 


91 


.3 


0.0 


1 .0 


86.6 


Total 


870(7.4) 


10185 (91 


.5) 


2(0.0) 


170(1.1) 


11227C 100.0) 



NOTE: Cell entries and all marginals represent weighted percentages. The frequencies 
represent the number of First Follow-Up participants. 1 
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Table 2A-5 



First Follow-up Questionnaire Weighted Response Pattern by Base Year Participation * 
Status, and "Serving in an Apprenticeship Program or ^ 
Government' Training Program" 

4 

(Seniors) 



Base Year Participation 










Status Yes 


No 


Refusal 


Missing 


Total 


Non-Participarits 1 , 3 


96.7 


0.0 


2.0 


13. A 


Participants 1.1 


97.9 


0.0 


1.0 


86.6 


Total 127(1.2) 


10928(97 .7) 


2(0.0) 


170(1.1) 


1 1 227C 100 0) 


NOTE: Cell entries and all marginals represent weighted percentages. The 


frequencies 


represent the number of First Follow-Up participants* 
















* 


Table 2A-6 








First Follow-up Questionnaire 


Weighted Response 


Pattern by 


Base Year 


Participation 


Status, and "On Active 


Duty in the Armed 


Forces (or 


Service Academy)" 




( Seniors ) 








Base Year Participation 










Status Yes 


No 


Refusal 


Missing 


Total 


Non-Participants * 4-4 


93.6 


0.0 


2.0 


13.4 


Participants 4.0 


95.0 


0.0 


1 .0 


86.6 


Total 473(4.0) 
* 


10582(94.8) 


2(0.0) 


170(1.1) 


11227( 100.0) 



NOTE: Cell ejtftries and all marginals represent weighted percentages. The frequencies 
represent the number of First Follow-Up participants. 
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- A2A-4 - 
if 

Table 2A-7 

First Follow-up Questionnaire Weighted Response Pattern by Base Year 



> 


Participation 


Status, and 
( Seniors) 


"Homethaker 


Only" 


■• 


Base Year Participation 
S tat us 


Yes 


No 


Refusal 


Missing 


Total 


Non-Participants 


5.0 


93.0 


0.0 


2-0 


13.4 


Participants 


4.3 


94.7 


0.0 


1 .0 


86. 6 


Total 


500(4.4) 


10555(94.5) 


2(0.0) 


170(1.1) 


11227C 100.07 



\ ' 

NOTE: Cell entries and all marginals represent weighted percentages. The frequencies 
represent the number of First Follow-Up participants- 



Table 2A^8 

First Follow-up Questionnaire Weighted Response Pattern by Rase Year Participation 
Status ^ and "With a Job but on Temporary Layoff from Work or 
~~~~~] . Waiting to Report to Work" 



( Seniors) 



Base Year Participation 
Btatus 


Yes 


No 


Refusal 


Missing 


Total 


Non-Participants 


2.9 


95.2 


0.0 


2.0 


13^4 


Participants 


2.3 


96.7 


0.0 


1.0 


86.6 



Total 258(2.4) 10797(96.5) 2(0.0) 170(1.1) 11227(100.0) 



NOTE: Cell entries and all marginals represent weighted percentages. The frequencies 
represent trie number of First Follow-Up participants. 



Table 2A-9 

First Follow-up Questionnaire Weighted Response Pattern by Base Year 
-J Participation Status, and "Looking for .Work" 

( Seniors) 



Base Year Participation 
Status 


Yes 


No 


Refusal 


Missing 


Total 


Non-Participants 

•X' 


13.2 


84.9 




2.0 


13.4 


Participants 


9.8 


89.2 


0.0 


1 .0 ■ 


86.6 


Total 


1301(10.2) 


9754(88.6) 


2(0.0) 


170(1.1) 


11227(100.0) 



9 NOTE: Cell entries and all marginals represent weighted percentages. The frequencies 
ERIC represent the number of First Follow-Up participants. -# 0 _ 
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Table 2A-10 

First Follow-up Questionnaire Weighted Response Pattern by Baseyear Participation 
Status, and "Taking a Break From Working and From School" 

(Seniors) 



Base Year Participation 
Status 


Yes 


No 


Refusal 


Missing 


Total 


Non-Participants 




95-1 


0.0 


2.0 


13-4 


Participants 


2.8 


96.1 


0.0 


1.0 . 


86.6 


Total 


383(2.8) 


10672(96 .0) 


2(0.0) 


170(1.1") 


11227(100.0) 



NOTE: Cell entries and all marginals represent weighted percentages. The frequencies 
represent the number "of First Follovr-Up participants. 
N / 



Table 2A-11 

Firat Follow-up Otieat format re Weighted Response Pattern by Base Year 
Participation Status, ami Expected IMfth School Gradual ton Dote 

( Sophomores) 





Before 


July or 


Sept 1982 


Fob 


After 


Will 












Base Year I'm 1 I c 1 pat Ion 


June 


August 


Through 


Through 


June 


Not 




Hu It 








Status 


- 1982 


1982 


Jan I9R1 


June 1983 


1981 


Finish 


Unknown 


Reop 


Refusal 




Total 


Non -!*ai t I ci pan l a 

ff^- 


53.7 


l»6 


2.7 


2.7 


0.7 


1.2 


31.7 


0.0 


.0.8 


4.9 


12.1 


Part (cipaiitu 


81.6 


1.8 


K0 


1.0 


0.4 


1-0 


9.8 


0-0 


0.6 


2,8 ^ 


87.9 


Total 2)69o(/B.2) 


521(1.8) 


370( 1 .2)' 


2^3(1.2) 


133(0.4) 


278(1.0) 


2289(12.5) 


3(0.0) 


119(0./) ' 


423(3.1) 


28119(100.0) 





NOTKI Cell curies ann\nll marginals represent weighted percentages. The frequencies represent the number of First Follow-Up participants . 



Table 2A-12 

First Follow-up Questionnaire Weighted- Response Pattern^by Base Year Participation Status, 

and High School Graduation Status 



is 

T 



( Seniors) 



Hase Year Participation 
Status 



Graduated 



Still In 
High School 



Did Not 
Finish 



Got 
GED 
m 



Mult 
Resp 



Refusal Missing 



Total 



Non-part lei pants 
['art lei pants 



91.3 
97.9 



0.2 



5.8 
1.0 



1.9 

0.5 



0.0 
0.0 



0.0 
0.1 



0.0 
0.2 



1 3. A 

86.6 



Total 



10947(97.1) 



19(0.3,) 



160(1.7) 



70(0.7) 



2(0.0) 



#0.0) 26(0.2) 11227( 100.0) 



9 

ERIC 



NOTK : ' Cell entries and all marginals represent weighted percentages. The 
frequencies represent the number of^First Follow-Up participants. 
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L 

Tnbt« 2A-H 

KiiHl Kt> I low -tip On cut lonnalr u Unfitted Runpoiian t'nilmn l»y Qauc Yen 
participation Strtluu, ami Occupational Fxpuct Hi Iiihh By A«o 10 

^ (SopltOMoroa) 



Baau Yen i I'iiii I c I pal I on 

Si Ul II M 



CUtlCAl 



man 



Fuf MKT 



lk>we- 
Haku r 



Jjtbo t or Admin I 41 rut or 



HI 11 

I at y 



Opt I M - 

I t ve 



Fi of oi- 
alonai ! 



alonai 11 



Pr tipjr If 
t4 



Protect tvu 
■Aer vi Co 



N*#i-pai I I c Ip.uit a 
Part Iclpftiil « 



5.9 
0.7 



Tot u I 



10.9 
7.6 



240B( 6.)) 



I.fl 

2.0 



2.6 
3.2 



2.0 
I.fl 



7 ,4 
7.0 



3.0 
2.4 



5.5 
3.1 



20.7 
25.3 



5-9 
8.6 



2049(8.0) 518(2.0) 761(3.1) 502( 1 .8) 204 3(7.0)' 682(2.4) 905(3.6) 7184( 24.7) 2670(8-5) 



ft. 4 

4.4 



I.J 

2.0 



1141(4.6) 



61 3(2.0) 



Su In? 



School 
Teacher 



fie < v I ce 



Technical 



Hat 
Working 



Holt 

Reap 



Ro f u*«l 



Hlua I i»k 



Total 



Nuii" pa i tlc l pant h 
Pai i 1c I pa ill u 



1.9 

1.9 



Tot*l 



5)6(1.9) 



2.2 
3.3 



914(3.2) 



6.3 
A. 2 



1U0(4.4) 



9.3 
10. B 



0.0 



0.1 

0.2 



4.4 

2.1 



30I6( |0.6) 



232(0.8) 



54(0. 2j 



640(2.3) 



0.7 
0.4 



141(0.4) 



12.1 

87.9 



2HI !*»( 100.0) 



ttOTh; Cell viililru ami alt inai Kln.i I ■ mpi uncut wclKbted percent au.ua « T>« f roijuouc 1 oh ropicaunt the nonbur ol Flial Follow Op p*(i£hpanta. 



I 
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Tabid 2A-14 

Flrat follow Mp Orient lunnalru Weighted Reason a e /alttirn by B»wu Year 
Pwi 1 1 cl pat Inn Statua, and Occupational fUpectatfona ly Afcc 30 

(Scnlora) 



B«uu Yea 1 Pit 1 1 1 1 l^ia 1 1 011 

Stntou 



Old Icrtl 



Ci nf ta- 



IIomq- 
»ako|t 



laborer 



HanaKcr t 
Ada>ln|atretor 



HI 11- 
lary 



Op 4! r a - 
1 1 vu 



Piotca- 
a I Onal 



Pr ol ea- 
aloual II 



I'l 4I|I| 1 c 

tor 



Protect 1 vu 

Sorvl co 



N*»n~ pai t III p.uit a 
Pa it let pant u 



'Iota! 



7.7 
6,9 



1121(6.6) 



6.7 
6.5 



1.0 

1.5 



2-2 
3.6 



2.4 



9.3 
9.9 



2.2 
1.6 



4-3 
3.1 



26.6 
25.5 



5.6 
6.5 



A. 3 
4.1 



667(6.6) 



I20( 1,5) 



284( 3.4) 



221(2.5) 



1 110(9.9) 223( 1.9) 329( 1.7) 2900( 25-7), 994( 6, 1) 



420(4,4) 



1.9 
2. I 



235(2. I) 



Salua 



School 
To actio r 



So rvl ce 



Te elm I cat 



Not 
Work I ufl 



Hult 
Ru ap 



Rcf uaal 



Ml tia 1 11K 



Total 



N011 -pai tlcl pant a 
I'ai 1 1c I pant u 



1.9 

2.7 



3.8 
4.2 



4.8 

3.2 



8.5 

9.5 



1.0 

0.5 



0.5 
0.7 



0.3 
0.2 



1.9 

1.0 



13.4 

66.6 



I 06 ( I.I) 
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Table 2A-15 

First Follow-up Questionnaire Weighted Response Pattern by 
Base Year Participation Status, Cohort and Origin or Descent 

} 



BaVe-Wea r Pa r 1 1 c 1 pa 1 1 on 






Pue r t o 


Of hf» r 


O 










St at us 


Mexican 


Cuban 


Rican 


Latino 


Hispanic 


Mult Reap 


Refusal 


Missing 


Total 




i 




1 




»1 vJ |/I1U11IU >■ c 










Non-part 1 clpant s 


7 .4 . 


0.5 




4.9 


76.4 


0.0 




0.7 


12.1 , 

O / . V 

i 


Pa r t i c 1 pfi n t s 


5 .4 


0 f\ 




.3 • J 


ft A ft 


u .u 


A A 






















00 




JL. J JO\ J m\J ) 






I UO H J ? j J 






1 1/,// /, *7 \ 


1 1 a/ A A \ 

1 1 0\ v.'t) 


Zo 1 1 9 (. 1 00 . 0 ) ' 












Seniors 










; Non-part 1 cl pant s 


4.1 


0.2 


0.5 


1.9 


9K8 


0.0 


0.2 


1.2 


13.4 


Part lei pan 1 9 


4.0 


0.4 


0.7 


2.7 


91.2 


0.0 


0.1 


0.8 


86.6' 

V - 


Total 


1390(4.0) 


244(0.4) 


213(0.6) 


501(2.6) 


8739(91.3) 


2(0. Q) 


15(0.1) 


123(0.9) 

to 


11227(100.0) 


NOTl!!: Cel 1 entries and 


all marginals 


represent 

" 1 


weighted percentages. The 


frequencies 


represent the 


■»> 

number of First Follow-Up participants. 



141 
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Table 2A-16 

First Follow-up Questionnaire Weighted Response Pattern by 
Base Year Participation Status, and "Held. Job Since High School" 



( Seniors) 



Base Year Participation 
Status 



Yes 



No 



Refusal Missing Total 



Non-participants 
Participants 



93.2 
92.1 



6.1 
7.6 



0.0 
0.0 



0.7 
0.2 



13.4 
86.6 



Total 



10068(92.3) 1133(7.A) 3(0.0) 23(0.2) 11227(100.0) 



NOTE: Cell entries and all marginals represent weighted percentages. The frequencies 
represent the number of First Follow-Up participants. 



142 



ERIC 



D 



Table 2A-J.7 

First Kollow-up Questionnaire Weighted' Response Pattern by Base Year Participation 
Status, Pout -High School Military Experience 

( Seniors) 



1 

Base Year Par t i ci pal J on 
Status 

— ; 


Active 
Duty 


Non- 
Act ive 
Duty 


— f= ■ ■ 

No 


Mult 

Reap 


Missing 


Total 


Non-Participants 




1.2 


89.8 


• 0.0 


3.9 


13.4 


Participants 


4.2 


1.7 


89.7 


0.0 


4.3 


36.6 


Total 


528(4.4) 


211(1.6) 


9947(89.7) 


s 5(0.0) 


536(4,3) 


11227( 100.0) 



NOTE : 



Cell entrlea and all marginals represent weighted percentages, 
of First follow-Up participants. 



The frequencies represent the number 



Table 2A-18 



First Follow-up Questionnaire Weighted Response Pattern by 
Base Year Participation Status, and Applied to College 



(Seniors) 



liasu Yeur Participation 
Status 



Yes 



No 



Mult 

Reap 



Non-part 1 ci pant a 
Part iclpants 



50.4 
62.1 



48.6 
37.2 



0.0 
0.0 



Total 



7245(60.5) 3896(38.7) 



1(0.0) 



NOTE 



Refusa I 



0.3 

0.0 



9(0.1) 



Cell entries and all marginals represent weighted percentages. The 
frequencies represent the number of First Follow-Up participants 

143 



Missing 



Tola 1 



0.7 
0.7 



13.4 

86.6 



76(0.7) 11227(100.0) 



best ccrv 



Table 2A-19 

First Follow-up Questionnaire Weighted Response Pattern by Base Year Participation 
Status , and Post-Hif'h School Formal Educational Course work 



( Senior^) 



Vase Year Participation 

Status Yes 


' No 


Mult Resp 


Re f usa 1 


Mi ssi ng 


To t n 1 


Non-Participants 57 .0 


41.6 


0.0 


0.3 


1.2 


13.4 


Participants 65. 4 


34.0 


0.0 


0.1 


0.5 


86.6 


Total 7456(64.3) 


3692(35.0) 


2(0.0) 


9(0.1) 


68(0.6) 


1 1227( 100.) 


NOTK: Cell entries and all marginals 
of First Follow-Up participants 


represent weighted 


percentages . 


The frequencies represent 


the number 


r 

Table 2A-20 

First Follow-up Questionnaire Weighted Response 
Participation Status, and Post-High School On 


Pattern by Rase Year 
-the-Job Training 






( Seniors) 






V 


liase Year Participation 

Status Yes 


No 


Mult Resp 


Re f usal 


Ml 8S 1 ng 


• 

To t H 1 


Non-Participants 16.4 


81-6 


0.0 


0.3 


-1.7 


13.4 


Participants * * 16.3 


82.5 


0.0 


0.1 


1.1 


86.6 


Total 1851(16.3) 


921 5(82. 4') 


1(0.0) 


1 3(0-1) 


147( 1.2) 


1 1227( 100.0) 


NOTK: Cell entries and all marginals 


represent weighted 


percentages . 


The frecpiencies represent 


the number 



oi First Follow-Up participants. 

y&l44 . 145 
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Table 2A-21 



First Follow-up Ones r^fonnn ire Weighted Response Pal tern by "a so Year Participation Slnina, 

and Hlfth School Graduation SI at us 

( Sen I ors) 



Base Year Participation 
Statue) 



Non- part 1c 1 pant o 
Part Ic I pant s 



Still In 
graduated High School 



Old Not 
Finish 



91.3 

97-9 



1.0 

0.2 



5.8 
I -0 



Total 



10947(97.1) 



19(0.1) 160(1.7) 



Oot 
OKI) 



U9 

°1 



70(0.7) 



Mult 
Re op 



0.0 
0,0 



Refusal Missing 



7(0.0) 



0.0 
0.1 



0.0 

0.2 



Total 



11.4 



1(0.0) 26(0.2) 11227(100.0) 



Note: Ce 1 1 entries and all marginals represent weighted percentages. .The. 
frequencies represent the number of First Follow-Up participants. 

* 

Table 2A-22 

First Follow-up Questionnaire Weighted Response Pattern by Base Year Participation Status and Marital Status 

as of First Week of February, 1982 

(Seniors) 



Base Year Participation 
S t atus 



Never 
Married 



Divorced 



Widowed 



Separated Married Refusal 



Ml ss Ing 



Total' 



Non-part 1 cpant s 
tart lclpants 



83-5 
88-0 



0.2 
0.2 



0.0 
0.0 



0.5 
0.3 



14.5 
10.9 



0.3 
0.0 



1.0 

0.4 



13.4 
86-6 



Total * 



9962(87-4) 



28(0.2) 



1(0.0) 



45(0.4) I12JOI.4) 



~ —] — — : — 

7(0.1) j 57(0.5) 11227(100.0) 



NOTE: 



ERIC 



Cell entries and a\l marginals represent weighted percentages. The 
frequencies represent the number of First Follow-Up participants. 
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Table 2A-23 

KJriit Follow -ii p Ones t I onnn i i e Weighted Response Pattern hy Hase Year 
l»art iclpnt Jon Statuu, an<l Total |9fll Income (Dollar**) 

(Senior a) 



Haae Year Pat i J c i pal ton 

Si at us < 1000 



1000-5999 



6000 - 1 0999 J 1 000- 1 5995 1 6000-20999 > 2 1 000 



llnknov/o 



To t a 1 



Non-pai I i c 1 pant h 
P u t 1 c 1 pant o 

Tot a I 



7.9 
6.9 



2B.3 
35.5 



16.3 
I8 f 2 



9-3 
5.5 



2.7 
2 A 



2.2 
2.1 



33.4 
29 ^/i 



n.4 

86. 6 



933( 7.0) '1779(34. !>) 1823( 18.0) 562(6.0) 200(2.4) 186( 2. 1) 3744(29.9) 11227(100.0) 



NOTK: Coll entries and all marginals represent weighted percentages. The frequencies represent the number of First Follow-Up 
par Lii f pan Is. 



Tdbl* 2A 24 

Kli/tl KhIIdu Om-m lomliihc Wrl><l»t<N| Ki)t>poOHu I'Allvin l>y hn.i<> Ye.ir 
l'<n t 1 < I poi Ion Kfiituu, Colim t ond llooi a of TV Viewing |\»r liny 



I 



r 



tlo TV Oo 



< I 



I 2 



2- I 



V 



4-3 



> s 



Mu 1 1 

Hi- n p 



Ncftitiu} Ml ah I up. 



Toe a I 



Sopltumn i mi 



pl| I l 1 l | p. Kit '.i 

I'. ii llil p.uil b 



11.4 
14.9 



IH.H 

2 2.0 



19.3 
19.0 



11-9 



9.A 



II. ft 

l?.H 



a. I 

0.1 



0,4 

n.n 



3.1 

2.7 



12.1 

A7.9 



1301(3. (>) 41)3(14.7) (iP)4(2l.li) 3439<|9.f») )HIH(I1.9) 23IKH.9) 137 7( 1 2 . f») 19(0.1) 11(0. I) H1?< 1.0) 



2HM9( 100.0) 



Srnl ors 



N»m p.i i l 1 1 i p. mi i: 

IMI I II i p.M.t H 



H J> 

7.H 



12.9 
14,4 



2 la) 
20.1 



19.3 
20.d 



13.1 



6.3 
H . H 



12.1 
12. h 



0.0 
0. I 



II. 1 
0. I 



l ai 

0.4 



I 1-4 



iot.il 



Ml7<7.9) 1414(14.2) 2I3H(20.3) 2)IH(20.4) 17)2(15.2) l||9(H.3) I3H2(I2.AJ H( 0 . 1 ) 9(0. l) . 30(0.3) 1 1727(100.0) 



NOII-: 1 1 ooliii»n .in. I .ill \ j» I n;i I h iepie:ieni \tk\ If'.lit *nI p<:i cimii af\tiH . 11k; f i cipionc I ea icprciiuiit I lie norther of Y't rnt Follow !lp pari IrtpAotft. 



o 

ERIC 
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Table 2A-25 

First Follow-up Questionnaire Weighted Response Pattern by Base Year 
Participation Status, Cohort and Physical Disability 



Hase Year Participation 
Status $ 

* 




Yes 


No 


Mult 

Resp 


Missing 


Total 


- 

.. — ~ 






Sophomores 




, . — - ■ ■ ' ■- — - 




Non-part f c J pan t s x 
Part i ci pant s 




79.3 
82.1 


, - 

9.1 
7 .6 


().() 
0.0 


11.6 
10.3 


12.1 

87.9 


Tot a 1 


V 


t 

22791(81 .7) 


2 1 56( 7 .8) 


4(0,0) 


3168( 10. A) 


281 19( 100.0) 








n i nr»i 

iJCIl l U I o 










X 




s 




' V 




Non-parti ci pants 
Pa i t i c i pant s 




88.2 
89.3 


6.8 
6.7 


0.0 
0.0 


' " ■ -\ 

6:9 
4.1 


1 3.4 
86. 6 


Total 

• 

— 




9870(89. 1) 


865(6.7) 


2( 0.0) 


510(4.2) 


1 1227( 100.0) 

If 



NOTIi: Cell entries and all marginals represent weighted percentages. The frequencies represent the number of First 
Pol low- Up participants. 
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Table 2A-26 






9 




First* Follow-up Questionnaire Weighted 
Base Year Participation Status, 

Dc OULtcoo L ul ill riy Jj-LllC 
* 


Response Pattern by 
Cohort and 


a 


Base Year Participation Not Somewhat Very 
* Status Important Important Important 


Mult 

Resp 


Missing 


Total 


Sophomores 


Non-part icpants 
Part icipants 


1.3 12.8 
1.1 11.8 


74.5 , 
81 .2 


' 0.0 
0.0 


11.3 
5.9 


12.1 

R7.9 


Total 


297(1.1) 3210(12.0) 


22773( 80.4) 


1(0.0) 


1838(6.6) 


281 19( lOO.p) 


Seniors 


Non-par t icpant s 
Par t icipants 


1.2 17.1 
1.0 v 15.0 


76.3 
. 79.7 


0.2 
0.0 


5.1 

4.2 


13.4 
86.6 


Total 


102(1.0) 1508(15.3) 


9094(79.3) 


4(0.1) 

-1— 


519(4.4) 


1 1227( 100.0) 



NOTli: Cell entries and all marginals represent weighted percentages. The frequencies represent the number 
of First Follow-Up participants . 
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Table 2A-27 



First Follow-up Questionnaire Weighted Response Pattern by Base Year Participation Status, 
Cohort and "Finding the Right Person to Marry and Having A Happy Family Life" 



Base Year Participation Not Somewhat. Very Mult 

Status Important Important Important , Resp Missing Total 



So phomores 



<* 



Non-participants 4.4 12.7 71.7 0.0 11.2 12.1 

Participants 3.4 11,1 79.4 0.0 6.0 87.9 



Total ' 




953(3.5) . 


3077(11.3) 


22214(78.5) 


6(0.0) 


1869(6.7) 


28119(100.0) 








Seniors 








Non-part icipants 




3.5 


9.0 


8 1.9 


0.0 


5.6 


13. 4 


l*a rt lei pant s 




2.4 


9.3 


83.8 


0.2 


4.2 


86.6 

> 


Total 




296(2.6) 


1045(9,3) 


9341(83.6) 


14(0.2) 


531(4.4) 


1 1227 ( 100/0) 



NOTti: Cell entries and all marginals represent weighted- percentages . The frequencies represent the number of First 
Fol low-Up participants. 
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Table 2A-28 

First Follow-up Questionnaire Weighted Response Pattern by Rase Year 
Participation Status, Cohort and "Having Lots of Money" 



uabti i edi i arc l ci pa ci on 
St at us 


Not 
Important 


Somewhat 
Important 


Very 
Important 


Mult 

Resp 


Missing 


Total 






Sophomores 








Non-part: i ci pants 
Fart ici pants 


9.6 
9.6 


42.0 
54.1 ' 


36.4 
30.1 


0.6 
0.0 


1 1.4 
6.1 


12. 1 
87.9 


Total 


2595(9.6) 


14877(52.6) 


8727(30.9) 


10(0.1) 


1910(6.8) 


281 19(100.0) 



Seni ors 



Non-participants ; 14.2 59.5 21.2 0.0 5.1 13.4 

Participants j/,.i 60 .7 20.8 0, 1 4.3 86.6 



Total 1510( 14. 1) 6647(60.5) 2533( 20.9) 10( 0.1 ) 527(4.4) 11227( 100.0) 



NOTTS: Cell entries and all marginals represent weighted percentages. The frequencies represent the number of First 
Fol Itfw-Up participants. 
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Table 2A-29 

First Follow-up Questionnaire Weighted Response Pattern by Base Year 
Participation Status, Cohort and "Having Strong Friendships'" 



Base Year Participation Not Somewhat Very Mult 

Status Important Important Important Resp Missing Total 



Sophomores 



No n - pa r t i c i pan t s 
Partici pants 



Total 



5.0 
1.8 



567(2.2) 



18.2 
17.4 



64.3 
7 4.5 



5088( 17.5) 



2051 1(73.3) 



0.0 
0.0 



12.5 
6.3 



9(0.0) 



1944(7.0) 



Seniors 



12.1 
87.9 



28119(100.0) ' 

00 



-f- 



Non-part ici pants 
Partici pants 



To t a 1 



2.6 
2.0 



351(2.1) 



£2.5 
17.8 



69.5 
75.9 



2537( 18.4) 



0,0 
0. 1 



7799(75.0) 15(0. 1) 



5.4 
4.2 



525(4. 4> 



-J- 



1/3.4 
66.6 



1 1227(100.0) 



NOT IS : Cell entries and all marginals represent weighted percentages. The frequencies represent the number of First 
Fol low-Up participants. 
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Table 2A-30 



First Follow-up Quest ionnaire Weighted Response Pattern by Base Year 
Participation Status, Cohort and "Being Able to Find Steady Work" 



Base Year Participation • Not Somewhat Very Mult 

Status Important Important Important Rasp Missing Total 



Sophomores 



Non-part i ci pants 
Part i c 1 pants 



Total 



Non-pa rticipants 
Part ici pants 



To t a 1 



3.2 
1.4 



12.0 
12.0 



72.9 
79.7 



0. 1 

•> 0.2 



11.9 

6.6 



429( 1 .6) 



3308( 12.0) 



22270(78.9) 62(0.2) 



2050(7.3) 



Seniors 



/ 



2.0 
2.0 



17.4 
14.9 



75.3 
78.2 



0.2 
0.3 



5.1 

4.5 



205(2.0) 



1604( 15.3) 



8816(77.8) 41(0.3) 



561(4.6) 



12.1 

87.9 » 



fl 



28I19( 100.0) 



t 



13.4 
86.6 



1 1227( 100.0) 



NOTIi : Cell entries and all marginals represent weighted percentages. The frequencies represent the number of First 
Fo I low-Up participants. 
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^ Table 2A-31 

First follow-up Questionnaire Weighted Response Pattern by Base Yeqr 
Participation Status, Cohort and "Being A Leader In My Community" 



Base* Yt»/ir P^irM ri-nai Inn 

W<* «J *— 1 v CI 1. 1 ill L i L'l U ex L- 1 \J 1 1 

Status 


i NO L 

Important 

\ 

. \ „ — _ , ^ 


s Somewhat 
Important 


Very 
Important 


Mult 

Resp 


/ 

Mi ss ing 


Total 




J 


Sophomores 










Non-part ici pants 
Part ici pants 


;49.3 
Ub.o 

I 

! 


31.8 

37*2 


7.0 
7.9 


0.0 
- 0.1 


U.o 

6.9 


12.1 
87.9 


Total 


| 

13060(148.1) 


10539(36.5) 


2367(7.7) 


15(0,1) 


2138(7.5) 


28119(100.0) 




i 
* 
I 

i 


SeVtiors 






_C 




Non-part icipant s 
Participants 


52.5 
50.3 


35.9 
36.0 


5.4 
8.4 


0.0 
0.0 


6.3 
, 5.3 


13.4 
86.6 


To t a 1 


- K 

5211,(50.6) 

J 


. 4274(36.0) 


109 3(8. A) 


2(0.0) 


• 647( 5.5) 


1 1227( 100.0) 



NOTE: Cell entries and all marginals represent weighted percentages. The frequencies represent the number of First 
Follow-Up participants. 
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Table 2A-32 

First Follow-up Questionnaire Weighted Response Pattern by Base Year Participation Status, 
Cohort and "Being Able to Give My Children Better Opportunit ios Than 1 1 ve Had" 



Base Year Participation 


Not 


«^ Somewhat 


Very 


Mult 


1 




Status 

: 


I inpor t an t 


p Important 


Important 


Resp 


Mi ss ine 


Total 




•J 


* 

\ Sophomores 

-* 








Non -part ic ipant s 




16.2 


67.4 


0.0 


1 1.8 


12. 1 


Part i clonus 


3.7 


24 .Of 

l 


65.7 . 


0.1 


6 ? 6 


87.9 


To t a 1 


1041(3.8) 


6406(23.0) 


i8625(65.9) 


18(0.1) 


2029(7 .2) 


28119( 100.0) 



Seniors 



Non-part iei pants 


8.0 


21 .0 


65.1 


0.0 


5.8 , 


13.4 


Pa rt ic L pant s 


5.0 


27.4 


62.5 


0.0 


• - 5.o' 


86.6 


Total 


466( 5.4) 


2480( 26.6) 


7682(62.9) 


3( 0.0) 


596( 5.1) 


1 I227( 100.0) 



NOTK: Cell entries- and. a I I marginals represent weighted percentages. The frequencies represent the number of First 
Fo I I ow-Up part i ei pants . 



l-§4 




165 



Table 2A-33 

First Follow-up Ouest 1 onnai re Weighted Response Pattern by Base Year 
Participation Status, Cohort and "Living- Close to Parents and Relatives'" 



Sophomores 



Has u Year Participation Not Somewhat Very Mult 

Status Important Important Important Resp Missing Total 



Nun- part i c i paul s 
Part i c i pant s 



To t a 1 



24.2 
27.6 



49.1 
51 .5 



14.8 
14.4 



7486(27.2) 



14374(51 .2) 



4215( 14 .4) 



Son! ors 



0.0 
0.0 



11.9 

6.5 



I 2(0.0) 



203 2(7 .2) 



12.1 
87.9 



28119(100.0) f 



IS? 



Non-part 1 c 1 pant s 
Part ici pant s 



Total 



25.3 
27.5 



51 .5 

53.5 



17.6 
1 4 . 6' 



3064(2 7.2) 



5808( 53.2) 



I796( I 5.0) 



0.0 
0. 1 



5.6 
4.4 



13.4 
R6.6 



5(0. 1) 554(4 .6) 1 1 227<^ 100.0) 



NOT 15 : Cell entries and all marginals represent weighted percentages. The frequencies represent the number of First 

Follow;- Up participants. ^ 
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Table 2A-34 

Kirat Follow-up Questionnaire Weighted Response Pattern by Base Year 
Part icipation Status, Cohort and "Getting Away From this Area of the 'Country' 



Uaae Year Participation 
S t at. us 



Not 
hrfport unt 



Somewhat 
Import ant 



Very 
Important 



Mult 

Resp 



Missing 



Total 



So phomores 



Nou-pai t I c i pant s 
Pa r t it.:! pant s 



49/3 
" 5 3.7 



26.9 
27 .4 



12.3 

12.4' 



0.0 
0.0 



11.6 

6.4 



12.1 

87 .<> 



Tot a I 



1 4826(5?. 2) 



7816(27 .35 



3472(1 2. 4) 



9(0.0) 



1996(7 .0) 



281 I9( 100.0) 



Sen i ors 



Non-participants 62.5 22.4 9.2 0.0 5.9 13.4 

Participants 64.2 23.0 8.1 0.0 4.7 86.6 



T< » l - , l 6876(64.0) 2718(23.0) lj)45(8.2) 13(0.0) 575(4.8) 11227(100.0) 



NOTK: Cell entries and all marginals represent weighted percentages. The frequencies represent the number of Ki rst 
\'\> I low-Up participants. 



169 



\ 



Table 2A-3<> / 

Miyt Follow-up Questionnaire Weighted Response Pattern by Bane Year Participation \ 
^ Status, Cohort and "Working to Correct Social and Keonomt c Inequalities" 



Hase Year Participation 
Status 



Not 
Import ant 



Somewhat 
Import an t 



Very 
Important 



So phomores 



Mult 

Resp 



Misa 1 ng 



Total 



Non par t 1 c i pants 
Pa i I i c 1 pant s 



Tot a ! 



33. 6 
36.8 



41.0 
4 5.4 



13.1 

10.8 



10028(36.4) 12699(44.9) 



Seniors 



0.3 
0:1 



3254(11.1) 29(0.1) 



12.0 
6 .8 



2109(7 .4) 



12.1 

87.9 t 

: fe 

28119( 100.0) tsj 

4> 



Non |>a i t: It: i pan I s 
I'a r i i f i pun I y 



To i it I 



30.3 
31.4 



29 J M 31.3) 



4 8./ 
SO. 2 



14 .9 
1 3.2 



5676( 50.0) 



0.0 
0.0 



1929(13.4) 2( 0.0) 



6.1 
5. 1 



647( 5. 3) 



13.4 

86.6 



1 1 2 2 7 ( I00.O) 



NOTK: Coll our r toti ami. all marginals represent wcigliLod percent ages . The frequencies represent the number or First 
!•'«) 1 1 ow--Up participants. 
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Table 2A-36 



First Follow- up Questionnaire Weighted Response Pattern by 
Base Year Participation Status, Cohort and "Having Children" 



\ 



Base Year Part ieipat i on 
S t a l us 



Not . 
Import ant 



Somewhat 
Important 



Very 
Important 



So phomores 



Mult 

Reap 



Ml 8ft ing 



Total 



Non-par t i c i pant s 
Vnr\ i c i pant s 



Total 



17.3 
15.2 



34.6 
38-6 



35-7 
39 .4 



0.0 
0.0 



12,4 
6.7 



12.1 

87.9 



4171(15.5) 1078 1(38.1) 1 1088(39 .0) 5(0.0) 2074(7 .4) 281 19( 100.0) 



Sen! ors 



Non- pat l i c i pant a 
Pa rt i c i pant a 



\ 



14.6 
I 3. ) 



37 .8 
34. 8 



41 .5 
47.3 



0.0 
0.0 



Tola I 



1533(13.5) ' 4065( 35.2) 



6.1 

4. S 



13.4 
R6.fi 



5051(46.5)' 3(0.0) 5/5(4.7) 11227(100.0) 



NOTK: .(kill cniiley .nut .ill imu|'in»ls represent weighted percent a«us . The frequencies represent, the nunther of 1-irst 
Follow Up part i ci pants. 
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Table 2A-37 

First Follow-up Questionnaire Weighted Response Pattern by Rnse Year Participation 
Status, Cohort and "Having Leisure Time to Enjoy My Own Interests" 

' _____ 



Base Year Participation 
St at us 



Not 
Import ant 



Somewhat 
Import ant 



Very 
Import ant 



Mul t 

Resp 



Missing 



To t a I 



Sophomores 



Non- pa r t to i punt s 
Part i c i punt ft 



2. 1 
1.5 



27.0 
27-7 



59. 1 

6 A .A 



0.0 
0.0 



11.8 

6.3 



12.1 

87.9 



To l a I 



4. 



464( 1 .6) 7680(27.7) 18004(63.8) 5(jO.O) 1966(7.0)' 28119(100.0) 



i 

to 



Seniors 



Non-pa r t i c i pant s 
Part 1c I pant s 



Tol a I 



K9 
1.2 



29.5 
26.6 



63.2 
67.8 



0.0 
0.0 



5.4 
4.4 



1 3.4 
86.6 



162(1.3) 3186(27.0) 7129(67.2) 2(0.0) 548(4.5) 11227(100.0) 



NOTE. tie 1 I entries and all marginals represent weighted percentages. 
Follow Op participants. 



The frequencies represent the number of First 
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174 
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Table 2A 30 

FlrHt Kul loir- up Ofiyt lot nut 1 1 o Weighted Uuepnnau Pal ( i*rn liy 
B.i hi.* Yiiii r Pa r i I c I pal I on St at tit) 1 Cohor t nn<1 A#o 



bau e Yea r V* r l Id pa t ( on 
Si .it na 



14 



15 



16 



17 



10 



20 



21 



>22 



(Ink noun Tut a I H«?.in 



Snplmmoi eo 



\ 



N*»n - Par liil p.ini a 
Part I c (pan l s 
\ 



0.0 
0.0 



0-0 
0.0 



0.0 
0.0 



1.6 
0.8 



55-0 
6R.5 



29.1 
21.9 



2.7 



1.2 
0.3 



O.S 
0.1 



3-a 

3.7 



121 

H7 .9 



ln\4 
IR.3 



Tola 1 



4(0.0) A (0.0) fl (0.0) 316(0.9) l9004(6fT.9) 664 3(24-6) t307( 3- 3) |03(0.4) 27(0. 1) 1203( 3. 7) 20119(100.0) 



Sun 1 (ii u 



Nan pat i If I pant a 

Pa ( l Id pa iiio v -*>«*rj~ 



0.0 

0.0 



0.0 
0.1 



0.5 
0.0 



02 
0.1 



1.7 
I .5 



67.3 
70.9 



24-7 
23,3 



2-4 
1.6 



3.2 
2.5 



11-4 
RA.6 



20^3 
20. J 



t<il a t 



1(0.0) 3(0,0) 3(0.0) 15(0.1) 219(1.5)7704(70.4) 2685(23.5) 290(1.7) 307(2.6) 11227(100.0) 



I 

^i 



Holtr; (>: II outrl^a ami all mat g Inula repicatiiil weighted pur ctHit agau . Tliti f requeue loo represent I ho iiumhar off Flitft Fofeow ll|> participants. 
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APPEKPIX 2B: HS&B Unweighted Student Ndnresponse 
r ' Rates by Selected Variables 1 



Note: proportions represent the non^esponse 

rate within -school type. The frequencies 
(in parentheses) are the number of non- 
responding students within school type. 



\ 



Table 28-1 

HS&B Student Non-^v^ponse Rates by School Type, Cohort and Region 




" - — — ' -T *- i " 

School Type 


Northeast 


Nor-tlicentral 


South 


West 


Total 








Sophomores 






Noiv-al t ernat ive , non- 
Hispanic public schools 

Non-a 1 1 e n!SP»e , 
Hispanic public Schools 


.OA/* ( 227) 
.0685 (15) 


.0484 (233) 
.1072 (49) 


.0495 ( 438) 
.0341 ( 38) 


.0796 (274) 
.0763 ( 1 10) 


.0536 ( 1 172) 
.06 t 56 (2 12) 



Alternative schools 

Non-public, noil-,, 
Catholic schools 

Non-public, Catholic 
schools 



.0962 (48) 
.0735 (15) 
.0324 (30) 



.1031 (10) 
.0358 (11) 
.0523 (19) 



.0354 (11) 
.0350 (10) 
.0338 (35) 



.0435 (2) 
.0 368 ( 5) 
.0157 (6) 



.074 5- (71) 
.04 39 (4 1) 
.0333 (90) 



Tot a I 



.0506 (335) 



.0533 (322) 



.045£ ( 532) 



.0720 ( 397) 



.0534 (1586), 



Seniors 



Non-al t ernat i ve , _non- 
II i span! c publ, Ic schools 

No it -a He mat i ve 
Hispanic public schools 

Alternative s cTTVo^) 1 s 

Non-pub lie, non- 
Cat ho I i c school s 

Non-publjl c, Catholic 
schoo 1 « 



...0504 (85) 

•1019 (11) 

.0959 (14) 

.0833 (7) 

.0543 (17) 



.0647 (153) 

.0550 (II) 

.0488 ( 2) 

.0667 (6) 

.0333 ( 5) 



.0580 ( 188) 

.0349 ( 21) 
.0349 (3) 

r 

.0563 (4) 
.0607 (23) 



, .0857 ( 128) 

,.0952 (63) 

.1 333 ( 2) 

.0959 <7) 

.0402 (7) 



.0630 (£54} 




)7S* (*ro6) 
> j * 



.0729 * (21) 
.0755 (24)' 
.0512 (52) 



Total 



.0573 (134) 



.0622 (177) 



.0546 (239) 



,0856 (207) 



.0632 , (757) 



No t e : 



ERjC 179 



Proportions represent the non-response rate within school type, 
number* of non-responding .students within school type* 



T|te> f requenci es (in parenthesi s) are the 
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Table 2B-2 - ■ 

IIS&B Student tfon-response Rates by School Type, Cohort and Level of Urbanization 



School Type 



Urban 



Su bur ban 



Rura 1 



Total 



Sophomores 



Non-a Iter n all ve, non- 
Hispan^c public schools 


.0725 


(320) 


.0588 


(617) 


.0)38 


( 235) 


.0 536 


(1172) 


Non-Al t ernat Ive , 
Hispanic public schools 


.0696 


(74) 


.081 1 


(107) 


.0364 


(31) ^ 


.0656 


(212) 


Al t ernat ive school s 


.0952 


(58) 


.0367 


(ID 


04SS 




. U / M J 


\ / 1 ) 


No n- pub I i c> uon- 
Catholic, schools 


.0480 


(13) 


.0400 


(19) 


.0481 


(9) 


.04 39 


(4 1) 


Non-pub lie, Ca t ho 1 1 c 
schools 


.0485 


(25) 


.0313 


(62) 


.0142 


(3) 


.0333 


(90) 


To Lai 


.0713 (490} 


.0560 


(816) 


.0339 


(280) 


.0 534 


( 1586) 












Sen 1 or s 








Non-a 1 1 e mat ive , non- 
Hi span It: public sclioois 


.0698 


(160) 


.0651 


(248) 


.0543 


(146) 


.06 30 


(554) 


Non-a 1 1 ernat ive 
Hispanic public schools 


. -0681 


(37) 


.^0661 


(43) 


.0690 


(26) ' 


• -0675 


(106) 


Al tentative schools 

Non-pub 1 i c , non- 
Cathol i c schools 


.0773 
. 1 068 


(16) 

" 1 

(11) 


.0548 
.0486 


(4) 
(7) 


. 1250 
.084 5 


( 1 ) 

(6) 


.0729 
.0755 


- (24) 


Non-publ 1 c, Cathol ic 
schools 

— . - <• 


.0769 


(15) 


.0/161 


(35) 


.0323 


(2) * 


• 05J2 


(52) 

t 


Total ^ 


.0715 


(259) 


.0620 


(337) 


.0564 


(181) 


.0^32 


( 757) 



Note: Proportions represent the non-respoijse rate within school type. The frequencies (in 
q parentheses) are the number of non-responding students within school type. 



Table 2B-3 

HS&B Student Non-response Rates by School Type, Cohort , and Percentage Black 



Schoo 1 [Type 



Non-a It ernat tve, non- 
Hispanic public schools 

Non-a 1 1 ernat i ve , 
Hispanic public schools 

A 1 1 ei uat 1 ve schools 

Non- pub! i c , non- 
Cat, hoi ic schoo! 6 

Nun -pu b I i c , Ca t ho 1 i c 
school s 



Tola! 



Nivn-a 1 1 ernat 1 ve , non- 
Hi s-pan I c pub 1 I c schools 

Non-a i t ernat 1 ve 
Hispanic public schools 

Al t ernat 1 ve sc hool s 

Non-pub 1 1 c , non- 
CJa t ho I i c schoo I s 

Hon -pub He, Cat hoi i c 
schoo 1 s 



Less than 
25% Bliack 



'total 



-0526 (955) 



.0643 (192) 

-0907 (50) 

.0439 (Al) 

•0333 (90) 



-0524( 1328) 



.0584 (375) 

-0675 (96) 
.1006. (17) 

.0755 (24) 

.0512 (52) 



.0601 (564) 



Greater than 
25% Black 



Sophomores 



.0584 (217) 

.0800 (20) 
.0522 (21) 



.0591 (258) 



Seniors 

— v — 



.0757 (179) 

•0909 (10) 
.0336 (14) 



Total 



.0536 (1172) 

.0656 (212) 

.0745 (71) 

•0/i39 (41) 

.0333 (90) 



.0 534 ( 1586) 



.0630 ( 556) 

.0675 (106) 
.0729 (21) 



.0755 



(24) 



.0512 ( 52) 



.0744 (193) 



.0632- ( 7 57) 



ERIC 



Proportions represent the non-response race^within school type. The frequencies 
fin narcMit h^s i s) are the number of non-responding students within school type. i 



fault! 2U4 x 

MS^B Student Nun Vuupon»Q R/it-u« by School Typo, Coltoit And Avoi ji^d Kmollnicnt 



boo I i ypo 



Non • a) t ui nti 1 1 vu , nun - 
Hispanic: public schools 

Non-aUurnal I ve , HUpanic 
|hi|)IIc uilioola 

Alternative stliouls 

Non- pub 1 t c , non Oil hoi I c 
si hoola 

Noh-|>ul»llc, Catliollc 
« t huo 1 a 



To I «i I 



Non -dllctiUil lvt? ( mm - 
111 up aulc public Hi lioola 

N«n - aluuwii |vo, Illupmilc 

pub I 1 C Bt'llOO I H 

A 1 1 a i u a t tve uthools 

Nmi -jnib I 1 l , iioit -C*i l ho M u 
a i hou 1 a 

Non- pub I t c , Cat Ito lie 
ucltoo 1 5 



To L a 1 



< 16 



37-100 



101-175 



176-7)0 251 32*> 



326-400 



401-475 



476-550 



551 625 



> 625 



To t n 1 



.Sopliomor ue 



.0254( Id) 
.0299 (2) 



.0414 (72) .0331 (75) .0)75 (91) .0360 (92) ] -0517 (121) .0501 (119) .0656 (J40) 

.046* (/) .0313 (II) .0311 (8) ,1091 (24) .0608 (lfl) ,"f003 (29) .0786 (j|7) 

.0755 (4)- .0604 (8) 



.0476 (4) .0606 (4) .0500 ( 3) .0319 (2) .0435 ( 3) .lit? (7) 

t 

.06911( 15) .0354 ( 19) .0566 (6) . .0278 (I) - - _ .0000 (0) 



.0000 (0) .0504 (*6) ..0441 (4 3) 




IU5 (9) .0JII (4) .0345 ■ (8) ,0000 (0) 



.0674 { 1 12) 

.0874 (16) 
.0517 (3) 



,0000 (0) 



.0853 (140) 

>0556 (40) 
.1009 (11) 



.()300( 30 



.0425( 1 28) .0367( 1 38) .0340(lllK .0184 ( 1 21) .0520 ( 154) .0546 ( 1 52) r 0ftfl0 (1H5) .0697 ( 151) 



.0820 (411) 



.0516 i\lM) 



.Ob5^v(2l 2) 
.0745 (71) 

.0439 (41) 

.0313 (90*) 

.0534 (15»6) 



.Son turn 



-0345 (5) .0437 (28) »0627 (57) 

.0556 (1) .1067 (8) ".04)2 (?) 

.105) (2) .1429 (3) .1667 (4) 

.1110(11)' .05>O (9) .05o8 (3) 

.0000 (0) .0718 (14) .0446 (18) 



.0561 (50) T052I (51) .0594 05) .074| ( 77) .0642 ( 55) 

» V 



.0421 (6) .0435 (5) 
.0000 (0) .0400 (1) 



.1026 (12) .0690 (10) .0?H9 (21) 
.1000 (3) /0000 (0) , 00(H) (0) 



.0588 (I) 
.06«k(H) 



- ---- .0000 (0) s — — - 

.0320 (4) .0588 (5)- ' .0000 (0) 



■0666 (51) 

.0741 (14) v 
•0000 ' (0) 



.0000 (0) 



.0764 (12 3) .0£30 (554) 



.06/.3 (22) 
r 

.0792 (8) 



.0679(19) .0569 (62) .0574 (89) .0554 (68) .0490 (61) .0643 (75) .0720 (B>) .0656 (76) .0665 (67) 



.0746 (155) 



.0675 (106) 

.0729 (21) 

.0755 (24) 

*05I2 (52) 



.06)2 (757) 



Note; I'l opot t Itimj i A'uuiit I he- non i uH|ii)nu ti mtc within echool type* Tho ficquoncltiu (In puruuthcald) ayo t\ic immliur of nun -I uupund I ng rituduulH within school typo 



ERIC , 
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Table 2B-5 

IIS&B Student Non-response Rales by School Type, Cohort and Race 



School Type 



While 



Nou-a 1 1 ernat 1 ve , non- 
Mi span 1 e publ lc schools 

Non-a 1 1 ernat i ve > 
Hispanic public schools 

A 1 1 ernat i ve schoo 1 s 

Non pub He, non- 
Cat hoi lc schools 

Non-pub 1 1 c, Cat ho lie 
schools rt 



\"Q399 (628) 

.0492 (37) 

.0344 (12) 

.0278 (22) 

.0172 (28) 



To t a 1 



,0377 (727) 



Non-a 1 1 e i rial 1 ve , non- 
Hispanic publ J c schools 

Non -a 1 1 ernat i ve 
Hi spani c pub lie schooLs^ 

Al t ernat i ve school s 

J Non-pub \ 1 c , non- 
Cathol 1 c school's 

N^n-pubi\e, Catholic 
schools 



-04 1 2 ( 1B8) 

.^)855 (13) 
,0484 (3) 

.0594 (13) 

r 

.0289 ( 12) 



Mack 



.0534 (150) 

.0584 (18) 

.037 2 (13) 

.0323 ( 1) 

."0434 (18) 



\ 



.051 1 (200) 



.07 23 ( 176) 

.0840 (11) 

.0809* (11) 

.0513 (2) 

.0758 (15) 



To I a I 



.0423 (229) 



.0732 (215) 



Hi spani c 



Other 



Total 



Sophomores 



.0295 ( 71) 

.0379 (75) 

.0559 (10) 

.0000 (0) 

.0389 (23) 



.3561 ( 323) 

• (82) 

.4737 (36) 

.3830 (18> 

.2763 (21) 



.0536 ( 1 172) 

.0656 ( 212) 
.074 5 ( 71) 

.0439 (.41) 

.0333 (90) 



.0343 (179) 



.3684 (480) 



.0534 (1586) 



Seniors 



.0580 (7 5) 

.0.57 5 (68) 

.0678 (4) 

.0556 (2) 

.0549- (19) 



.2291 ( 115) 

.1333 (14) 

.0968 (3) 

.2917 (7) 

.1053 (6) 



.0630 ( 554) 

.067 5 (106) 

.0729 (5l> 

,^0755 ( 24) 

.0512 ( 52) 



.0576 (168) 



'.2017 



.0632 ( 757) 



Note: Proportions, represent the non-response rate within school type. The frequencies (In parenthesi s) are the 
number of non-responding students within school type. • 
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Table 2B-6 

HS&B Student Non-response Rates by School Type, Cohort and Sex 



School Type Male . - Female Total 



Sof>homor es 



Non-a 1 1 ernat I ve f non- 



Hispanic public schools 


.0619 


(683) 


• -0451 


(489) 


.0536 


( 1 172) 


Non-a I t ernat i ve, 
Hispanic public schools 

Al ternat i ve schools 


-0768 


(120) 


.0550 


(92) 


.0656 


(212) 


• 0828 


(37) 


.0672 


(34) 


.0745 


(71) 


Non-publ Ic , non- 
Cat hoi 1 c schools 


.0478 


(27) 


.0380 


(14) 


.0439 


(41) 


Non -pub I i c, Cat ho Tic 
sehoo 1 & 


-0210 


.(25) 


.0429 


(65) 


.0333 


(90) 


Total v 


-0603 


(89 2) 


.0466 


(694) 


.0534 


( 1586) 


Seniors 


Non-a 1 ternat 1 ve > non- 
Hispanic public schools 


.08103(343) 


.0463 


(211) 

i 


.0630 


— T~ 

( 554) 


* * 
. Non-a I ternat I ve 
Hispanic public schools 


-0905 


(66) 


.0475 


(40) 


.067 5 


Hi 06) ... 


Alt er native schools 


-0926 


(10) 


.0611 


(11) 


.0729 


(21) 


Non -public^' non- * 
Catholic ^schools 


.0667 


(11) 


.0850 


(13) 


.0755 


(24) 


Non-pub It £, Catholic 
schools 


-0 53/. 


(23) 


■f 

.0496 


(29) 


.0512 


(52) 


To t a ! 


.0800 


(453) 


.0481 


(304) 


.0632 


( 757) 



Note: 



Proportions represent the non-response rate within school, t yj>e. The frequencies 
(in parenthesis) are t.he number of non-respojiding students tfithjn school type. 
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/Table 211-7 

HS&B Student Non-response Rales by School Type, Cohort , and School Program 



School Type 



General 



Ac rule ml c 



Vo cat 1 ona 1 



Other 



Sophomores 



Non al ternat I vo, non- 
Hispanic public schools 

Non-a 1 ternat i ve , 

111 span to publ \ c school s 

A! ternat J ve schools 

Non-pub lie, non- 
Cathol tc schools 

Non- pub lie, Ca t ho 1 i c 
schoo I s 



.0497 (458) 

.0480 (66) 

.0564 (19) 

.0249 (5) 

.0336 (27) 



.0365 (221) 

.0487 (3 3) 

.0403 (10) 

.0334 (20) 

.0290 (46) 



7" 



.0482 (207) 

.0675 (4 8) 

.0778 (14) 

.0000 (0) 

.0324 (6) 



.1235 (2R6) 

. 1 383 (65) 

.1489 (28) 

.1455 (16) 

5 ,0827 ( 1 1) 



To i .i 1 



.0482 ( 575) 



.0360 (330) 



.0510 (275) . 



.1262 (406) 



Seniors 



Non-a I tenia 1 1 ve , non- 
Hi span! e public schools 

Non-a I ( <Srnnt 1 ve 
Hispanic public schools 

Alternative schools 

Non -pub Me, non- 
Catho I i c schools 

Non-public, Catholic 
schools ~~ 



.0639 (197) 

.0746 (50) 

..0857 (9) 

.1167 (7) 

.0942 (18) 



.04 10 ( 116) 

.0498 (21) 

.0560 (7) 

.0543 ( 12) 

.0 357 (26) 



.0669 (153) 

i 

.0681 (29) 

.0851 (4) 

.0556 ( 1) 

.0541 (4) ' 



.1492 (88) 

.1132 (6) 

.0909 ( 1) 

.2105 (4) 

. 1 739 (4) 



Tot a I 



.0684 (281) 



.0421 (182) 



.0670 (191) 



.f48() (103) 



To t a 1 



.0536 ( 1 172) 

.0656 (212) 
.074 5 ' (71) 

\ 

.04 39 (41) 
.0333 (90) 



.0534 (1586) 



.0630 (554) 

.0675 (106) 

.0729 (21) 

.0755 (24) 

.0512 (52) 



.063'2 ( 757) 



Note : 



188 



Proportions represent the non-resppnse rate within school type. The frequencies ( in parenthesis) are the 
number of non-responding students within school type. 
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Table 

IIS&B Student Non-response Rates by School Type, Cohort and SKS Trichotomy 



School type Lowest Middle Highest Other/Unknown Total 



So phoniores 



noii aiieriiai i Vc ^ II on 
Hispanic public schools 


.0484 


(256) 


.0402 


( 387) 


.0474 


(200) 


.1202 


(329) 


.0536 


(U72) 


Non-a 1 1 ernat i ve , 111 span! c 
puhl 1 c school s 


.0446^ 


(60 


.0534 


(54) 


.0568 


(18) 

i 


.1474 


(79) 


.0656 


(212) ■ 






\ 1 o ) 


• lit) t>7 


(if) 












( / U 


Non-pub 11c, non-Cathol 1 c 
schoo 1 s 


.0638 


(3) 


.0046 


(1) 


.0362 


(20). 


.1491 


(17) 


.0439 


(41) 


Non-puh lie, Cat hoi ic 
schools - 


.0466 


(20) 


.0249 


(30) 


.0302 


(27) 


.0718 


(13) 


.0333 


(90) 


To t a J 


.0480 


(3 56) 


.0397 


(489) 


.0444 


(273) 


.1226 


(468) 


.0534 


(1586) 










Seniors 






- 




1 _ 




Non-A4 t ernat i ve , non- 
Ill span! e puhl ic. school 8 


.0650 


(204) 


-0517 


( 180) 


.0457 


(66) 


.1433 


( 104) 


.0630 


( 554) 


* 

Non-a 1 1 ernat i ve , HI spanic 
pub 1 i e * schoo 1 s 


.0681 


(61) 


^.0690 


(34) 


.0 2-38 


(3) 


.1429 


(8) 


.0675 


(106) 


4 * 

Al 1 <> i'ti n 1 i \t *<3f*lir\#"\l q 

/VI v 1 i 1 < 1 I I V l_- 0\_IlUtJJLo 


i 






( 5^ 




( 0) 


1 667 


( 4 > 


0729 


( 2 1) 


Non-publ Ic , non-Cathol tc 
s clioo'l s " 


.0667 


(3) 


.0556 


(5) 


.0736 


(12) 


. 2000 


(4) 


.0755 


j 

(24) 


Non-pub lie, Cat hoi 1 e 
schoo Is 


.0536 

* 


(14) 


.0466 


( 19) 


.0518 


(16)<*-V 


.0789 


(3) 


* 

.0512 


" (52) 


Tot a I 


.0658 


(294) 


.0532 


( 243) 


.0465 


(97) 


.1424 


(123) 


.0632 


( 757) 



Note: Proportions represent thb non-response rate within school type. The f requejicies (in parenthesis) 
O are the number of non~ret\pondi ng student s within school type. 
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Table 2B-9 

HS&B Student Non-response Rates by School Type, Cohort and Test Quart tie 



School type 



Non-al tenia t i ve , non- 
Hispanic public schools 

Non-al ternat i ve, Hispanic 
public schools 

Alter native school s 

Non-publ ic , non-Cathol ic 
schools f 

>Non-public , Catholic 
school s 



Total 



Non-al ternat i ve , non- 
Hispanic public schools 

Non-al tenia tive , Hispanic 
public sclvools 

Al terna t i ve school s 

Non-pub 1 ic , non-Cathol ic 
schools 

Non-pub lie, Cat hoi i c 
schools 



fcowes t 



Total 



• 0542 (58) 

.0520 ( 12) 

•0682 (3) 

.0634 (22) 



Middle 



Highest Other /Unknown 



Total 



Sophomores 



.0593 (270) .0408 (376) .0324 (153) .1099 (373) .0536 (1172) 



0565 (67) .0194 (6) .1211 (81) .0656 (212) 



0590 (16) 



0379 (5) .1233 ' (37) .0745 (71) 



0271 (6) .0266 (12) .0922 (20) .0439 (41) 



0300 (40) .0148 (12) .0755 (16) .0333 (90) 



0584 (366) .0413 




.0293 (188) .1100 (527) . .0534 (1586) 



0767 (189) .0529 (I 



.0789 , (50) .0616) (36) 

0805 (7) .0517 (6) 

0952 (2) .0924 <7) 

1188 (12) .0514 (27) 



.0293 (48) .1035 (141) 

.0296 (5) .0815 (15) 
.0455 (2)* .1463, (6) 



.0282 (4) 



.0280 (9) 



1392 (11) 



0580 (4) 



.0630 (554) 

.0675 (106) 

.0729; (21) 

.0755 (24) 

0512- (52) 



.0786 (260) .0544 (252) .0294 (68) ,.1020 (177^ .0632- (757) 



v 

Note: Proportions represent the non-response rate within school type. The frequencies (in parenthesis) 
are the number of non-responding students within school type. 
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v , ■ Table 2U-10 , ♦ 

HS&lTStudent Non-response Rates 'by .School Type and Dropout Status (Sophomores Only) 



School Type 



In School 



Trans fer* 



Early Grad 



*Drop Out 



»Non-a I ter native , non- 
Hispanic public schools 

Non-a 1 tern'a i i ve , 
'Hispanic pub 1 ic N schools 

Alternative schools 

Non-public, iron- *. 
Catholic -schools "~ 

Non-pub 1 ic , Cat*htt£ic 
schools * • 

'1 



.M44 (829) 



t 



To t a I 



.0548 (142) 
•0565 (38) 

^ 

.0415 w (33) 
.0250 • \(60) 

— <■ . — .i 

*■ • 

.0439 (1102) 



.0917 (73) 

" i 

. 1449 (20 X \ 
.1034 (6) 

.0455 £/.) 

.0810 (17.0 



.0649 (32) 

.0948 (11) 

.1026 (4) 

.1579 (3) 

* 

.1034 (3) 



.1232 (238) 

.1005 (39) 

.1250 (23) 

.0323 (1) 

.1538 (10) 



.0930 (120) 



.0761 (53) 



.1196 (311) 



Total 



.0536 (1172) 

t 

.0656 (212) 
.0745 (71) 

.04 39, (41) 
.0333 (90) 



0534' (1586) 



Note: Proportions represent the non-response . rate within school type. The frequencies (in parenthesis) 
numb'&r- of non-responding- iMftlents within school type. 

No -longer in school • \. 



are the 
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192. 



V 



<J8' 



/ 



APPENDIX 2C:' HS&B Weighted and Unweighted Student ^ 
NonrespJnse Rates by Selected Variables 



Note : < Proportions represent the nonresponse rate 
within school type. The frequencies (in * 
parentheses) are the number of nonresponding 
students within school type- , 
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Tabl« 2l." 1A 

yLS^B S i ml. 'ni Non Hrapwuao R-jU by StltooJ Type , diliori and Ml »»h S<vhoo I Ci iu*<:n 



Si lt.tol [ y |i. 



NoMlly A"b A'h *» H'k flout 1 y U'« IJSi *^ C'u H«>o(ly t:'n (V a ^ « 



Hi ill I I V V K 



So plunor UM 



Nimi .'il loi nni 1 vi*, mm - 
till iipan 1 1' public Ktluitilsj 

Noli uhonwit Ivc, Hispanic 
'puhl I <; ti i lioti | « 



Nou - pud Mr, Hon 
:l\ I ii mi 1 1» 



llnVhtU I c 



Noit pol>l I i , I al lit) I i . 
u< 1)1)1) 1 b , 



inl.i 1 



.i) 121 (62) 
f 

.01120 («>) 

.0095 ( \ ) 

.l)/? 1 )*) ( 10) 



.0292 (UK)) «033(> (120) .0511 (266) .0587 ( I 7 A) 



-01B1 (20) 

.054 \ (id 

.03)) (7^ 

.(j^io ( n ) - 



.<> )12 (111) 



Non-t) 1 1 im mil 1 vir , III Np.m 1 1 
jf«6 1 ( r tsrtioo 1 s 

Alternative m IiouI:. 

Non- pith M c t not) ('.jtluilti 
u< lioo I a 

N«>n t pul) I 1 <; t Ca I lio I i i. 
s i hoo 1 » 



.0656 (2*>) 
.0748 (II) 



-0536 (46) 
.0619 (14) 



.059/ (25) 
.0283 ( 1) 



.0549 ( 107) 
/ 

.0625 Hlfl) 
Mlft ( 3) 



-0*92 ( 9) .0099 ( 2) 1 .06)0 ( 5) .0323 (I) 



.OJHM) (6) 
.0000 (0) 

-0000 (0) 



.0227. ( I 3) .0364 ( 25) .0510 (16) ' .OOnfi ( I) .0357 ( I ) 



Sen I or h 



Non -Al I in mil t ve , non 

IMspanU pubth k<-|»<A»I>; .i>293 CJ.6) ;.02IW (4 75) .04flH (fll) 



.0268 (4) .0548 ( 16) .0556 (jffO 

• 04)5 (I) .0294 ( 2) .0357 ( 2) 

.IMi'H) (')) .0429 ( 3) -0694 ( 5) 

i 

• 040/ ( 7) .0203 ( 7) 4 .0558" (12) 



.0h9J ( 160) .0856 ( 102) 

I 

-<t947 (73) 



.067? (32) 
>I 4 7 7' (13) 



.0571 (2) 



.065M (S) .1014 (3) 



f.1004 ( 53) .0822 (6) 

,0976 (fl) .011 13 (I) 
.0000- (0) -~ 



1250 ^ (|) 



.0602 ( 16) .0^19 • (4) .1 333 (2) 



<D ot lu i /link imwn 



To l a 1 



.0902 (46) .0975 (23) .1314 ( 274) .0536 (11 72) 



.013) (I) 

.0000 (0) 

.0000 (0) 

-1429 (|) 



.0302 ( 1 46) .0370 (1H2) .0492 ( 353) " .05/4 (22 )) .0511 ( 1 30) .0841 (53) .0887 (25) 



.1818 (2) 
.0000 (0) 



.1649 (f>,>) .0656 (212) 

.14/14 (27) .0745 , (71) 

,1416 (16) .04 39 (4 1) 

.0984 (|7) . .0 313 ( 90) 



. 13S9 (3<M) * .0534 ( ) SM6) 



.1519 „ (77) 

.19)5 (6) 
.1000 ( 1) 



.06 )0 ( 554) 

/ 

.067 5 (106) # 
.07 29 (21) 



.201)0 (4) .0755 ( 24) 

/ 

.1667 (4) '-.051 2 ( 52") 



lot <) 1 



.0 )22 (4 1) .0324 ( 75) .050/(116) .0/0/(226) -.0850(114) .09911 (64) .0824 ( 7) . 1479 (?) .|5^4 (92) .0612 ( 7 57 ) 



Nolo: pi upm 1 Ions 1 t-pi i-Ni-nl l In* non - response iiit<; within yt.hool l yp»« 



Tin* 1 1 ciiocnc I cti (In p;ii ent Iiuh 1 0 ) nrc the nmnbor of non-i enpoml I iik .slttdootM within school 1 

t 



O 
I 

H 4 
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196 



"4 



-ScllocM 1 y i>«- 



Non ,il(mn.ii Ivc, ni»n 
IJiupAiilt: public mini. > Is 

lie Ml A I I v\ IUH |V(\ 

III U|«. Ill I t.' (Ullilll » i llil>> I '• 

Al t uriMt t vc mi luwii (V 

Noil (Mill lie, llilll 

(.'iii In* I n « r !»»»»» I h 

V 

Noii puhl I c t Cut Iwl I « 
urlmu ! s 



lot il 



. Nu» xi 1 1 ci ii.it I vr , mm 
lit t;p/m( c public hi. Iiii'fh) *» 

NoU -fll t C t IIAI t vc 

III span l< puliltv N«. lni«»|y 

A I l ei ti.H 1 vc rw bonis 

N»»n -puli lie, 11*111 
Oil lin I I v r «< linn | <» 

Non - |ui(i lie, lu»1 I r 

a e hoo I s 



!<>( il I 



MS*A Wi'lplito.J St.uhnt Hon Krnponne Hrtto* by Srht.nl Typf, tolim t ntv\ Mlpli School Cm Acs 



I lout I v A ' h 



A* h A H* a 



flout ly B'rt 



H*ieil ly C'«i 

Sophn*H>K I'd 



,c'n * ir * 



Mortt ly n*H 



<K lit- r /link mimi To t *i I 



M)|5 (0)14) ~ .0346 (16544) .0151(17510) .0531 (19.0QO .06B4 ( 706H4) .0504(16121) .09)2 ( 6901) 



.0055 ( 3105) 



.MM! ,(165) .0167 (ftf5) .07 57 (Mil) .0546 (1570) U1506 (0*5 



.0/5} 1 (V57) 



-09'.6 (116)" .01170, ( 34 2) .0701 ( 116) .0665 (421) * .0)11 (|0)) , .0)61 A. (70) 



-Oil/ (|62) 



.0 5\l I I 



Ik < 



.0625 (154) -0120 (16) 

.oooo ■ (o) .oooo (o) 



. 1 545 ( 74025) -0649 ( 7H460 
* 

.1003 ( 4093) .0815 ( 10207 

.2R72 ( 376 1) .1415 (456<> 



( 1220) .0596 (1150) .007 ) ( 211) .0*1(1 ( 57 7) „ .0163 J94) .000(1 (0) .0000 (of' .1795 < 7<M7) .0525 ( 65\4 



(W > - 0? ™ (1044) .0262 ( 1 255) .02A7 ( 1625) .0214 ( 546)^ .00|6 (|6) .0111 (42) .0520 (17) .205S (205ft) .0110 ( 7 loi 



.n/95 -<9275) .0 )49 ( 19795) .0160 (21584) .0502 (42*2)) .0649 ( 30/\5)' .056? ( 1 7266) .0060 (7177) .0010 (12)0) .tMi5 (K7976) .1*617 (21999/ 



Senior « " 

— f- 



J 

.IMH1 (101109) .02)0 ( 10370) * .0461 (2 1 1 75) .0619 ( 16506) -00|9(25M5) .0946(12546)- .0B44(I6B1) .2600 ( 723) .1670 (66510) .1)707 ( 1 04 7 if 



.095) (729) 
-»>W9 (15) 



.0366 ( 46B) .0350 (401) .0495 (M 



-0075 (*>42) 



.0159 (106) .OlflO (103) .1191 (702) .0)06 (101) 

I 



.1965 (BID .0191 (39) .0000 (0) 

.0000 (0) -- 



.0)00 (515) .0029 (170,9) .04R^5 (ll)jfl .0550 ( 1049) .2529 ( 1709) .2007 ( 570) 

-M475 (W?4) .0(M5 ( 70) .0421 (17 1 1) .042 ) ( 2 1 17) .0762 (Bft6)f .060| (117) 

L * 

9 



,7)7 7 ( 37 14) .0942 (B34 r 
c. 

,1210 ( 901) .0704 (I9}i 

.2MB (4 121) .1046 (loW 

.1057 (2 140\ .0410 (B61' 



.U/.06 ( 1 26 7 



3) jj )237 ( 1 



1 2721) .0456 (24506) .0670 (4 1514) .0040 ( 207,7 1) .0909 ( 14064) , .0027 ( 1 772) .2560 ( 773) . 1 64 1 (77IH6) .0707 ( 21454' 



i i.jHir | I '»•»•- ri>pr<-Ki-Mt l ho mm- tonponna rnto within school typo. Tin* f i oqurnc ten (In pifrontlirtih) t\i« tlrV mintmr of l onpnml lug Ktinlvata wlllil" kcIkhiI ( vpo . 



9 

ERIC 



fctH li^ 
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TMiI* 2C 2A 

HS&n St orient Non Response Kates by School Type, Cohort an«l Pays Ahgcnt From School 



j 



School Type 



None* 



.1 -2* 



1-4 



11 IS 



16-20 



> 21 



01 liei /Unknown 



To t a 1 



Sophomores 



Nfln- a 1 I el ual I vc , non - 

II Is pan U public sii hools ' .0 W* ( 248) 



Non iilti'i nat 1 vo > * 
lit span I c public m lioolji 



All* i lull ( vl' achn 

Non - pul> 1 t< , noil 
Cti I ho I ( c tu h\>o 1 s 



r 



Molt pub lit, < «»l l>«» 1 i < 

ti I. lllK> I S 



tot al 



Hod a 1 1 t;i nat i vr , nmi - 
Hispanic puli lit 1 school*! 

Mon- allot not i vt; 

111 l* panic public schools 

Allctnal Ivc school** 

Non publ I c f noil - 
Ca ( ho lit' t> c boo 1 *: 

Non pub lie, Cat ho I I C 
tit hoo I s 



Tola 1 



.USD 1 ) (45) 
.0h?U (11) 

.0127 (12) 

.0225 (28) 

.11110 ( 346) 



.0446 ( 272) 

.0468 (3 7) 

.0507 (II) 

.0181 (5) 

.0294 (2 3) 



.0427 (14») 



'ji/i*>; ( io3) 

.0452 (19) 
.0911 ' (7) 

.0059 '(6) 

.t>5n (19) 



.0611 1 ( 1 5/.) . 



.0466 (161) 

.0579 (31) 

.0523 (II) 

.0446 (5) 

.0513 (18) 



.0531 ( 1 15) 

.0 508 (2<>) 
-0397 k (5)- 

.0556 (3) 

.04 7ft ( /0 



.1030 (62) * .091 ) (22) 
.0840 ( 10) 



.0h<J0 { 2) 



.0000 (0) 



.0103 (I) 



-0652 ( 1) 
.0000 (0) 

.0000 (0) 

4 

.0000 (0) 



.0/8fjr(22) 
& ■ 

-.0400 (2)* 
. 1579 ( 1) 

.0000 (0) 

.1*250 ( 1) 



.1 122( 270) 

\>662 (62) 
-1510 (29) 

.1455 ( \h) 

.098? (II) 



.0536 ( 1 1 72) 

.0650 (2 12) 
.074% (71) 

.04 10 * (4 1) 

.n 111 (90) 



.0496 (127) 

.064 4 (2 5) 

.024 1 ( 2) 

.0680 ( 7) 

-0i5M ( 14) 

.0496 ( I 75) 



.0485 (225) 



.0698 ( 122) 

.0605 (2 1) 

.1186 (7) 

.0469 ( 1) 

.0641 (9) 



.0520 (151) 



.0948 ( 75) 



.0814 ( 25) -077 1 (*28) .l17 2(1Hfl) .05 l?i *( I 586) 



S^* 1 1 o v a 



ir 



.0714 ( 83) .06^3 ( 22) .0/76 ( 9) .07^0 (9) .159b (7<0 -06)0 (554) 



Q 
l 

I v 



.0024 (21) 

.0667 (2) 

.0000 (0) 

.0405 ( 1) 



.1129 (7) 
.0526 (1) 

.1750 (3) 



.1518 ( ? ) 



.OJ33 (1) 

,0000 (0) 

.0000 (0) 

.0000 (0) 



.1471 '(5) 

.2000 (I) 

.2000 (1) 

.2000 (I) 



.2<300 (7) 

»909 < I ) 

- 1 905 ( 4 ) 

.1518 (4) 



.0675 (J06) 

'.07 29 (21 ) 

.0755 (24) 

.0512" (52) 



.0687 ( 162) 



.0 705 ( 109) 



.0816 ( 35) 



.Od 17 ( U)) 



.0977 (17) v .1616 (45) 



-.0612 ( 757) 



Holt;: Pi^>oitloi>N irpioscnl i Ik* non-t espmmc rate within uchool type. The frequencies (In parenthesis) at e the number of -non-i us point I nR tit intent 9 within »< hool^ t vpe. 
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Twiil u 2C-2U s 
HS6.B SlurliMit Ui*l)>hltN) Non - Keijpnniie Rn(o*J by School Type, Cohort *niul Onya Absent From School 



School Type 



None 



1-2 



J 3-4 



5-10 



11-13 



16-20 



> 21 

_*» C 



Ol liO r /Unknown 



To|..ll 



Non — Jilt 1* 1 n»i( t ve , noil 

111 upbuilt public !>t. hunts 

Non allot nal t ve , 

II 1 ts p<ii*J V public Mi hoolti 

/ 

A I I ci 11.1 1 i vi* Kchools 

Non-- pub lie, nnn ■ 
C.il lift lie a ebon 1 u 



Nnn - putt lit, t.'.it ho 1 1 t 
Ui'luit'I'J 



Tut a I 



frnn -.1 1 1 c 1 n<il I vi' non 
* lllspnlltc ptlbllr tichi)i>); 

Non It ci n<i 1 I ve 
IHs^»;iulc public school* 

Alternative schools 

Non -public, twin ■ 
Cal ho 1 I <: u 1 boo I a 

Non pub Mo, Ca t ho 1 If 
uehnol*; 



Tot a I 

i ' 

Note:* P 1 o|»ul I I tint! lepi 



Sophomoi oft 
.0551 ( 17625) .1041 (<>482) 



.IIW} ()6tV>5^ .0475 (4008b) .OSlfi "( Z576I) .0551 (17625) .1041 (<>482) .1125(4410) 

.0549 (1601) .0465 (122ft) ,.0636 (1249) .0497 (69 1) .091-6 ( 344) .0313 (81) 

;OH73 # (501) .0499 (.285) .05)0 ( 236) .<V,96 T I H "5 ) .0682 (7 3) .0000 (0) 

.0348, ( 1 324 ). .0)82 (1400) .03 )1 (571) -0254 ( 322) .0000 (0) .0000 (()) 



•OR 1 4 ( 3403) .1548 ( 73986) .0649 ( 211468) 



.0169 (1809) .0271 (1B73) .0131 (360) .0769 ( 987) 



.0060 (17) .0000 (0) 



.0534 (<>tf) .1886 (4919) 

.1471 (B0) -2056 ( 1299) 

.0000 (0) .J7B2 (29)7) 

,0663 ( 1 7) .215 ) ( 203'))> 



.0170 ( 419 )0)- .0457 (44B67) .0496 ( 2BI 76) .0545 ( 1 9B II ) .0992 (9916) .|06ft (451 2) ,0764 (3596) .|(,I0 (B7I8I) 



Son 1 01 a 



.•>4I) ( 22859) .0455 (3 154 )) .0637 ( 29453) .0672 ( 22416) .0646.(6020) 

.004) ( 1 720) .0526 ( 905) .04 3*7 (V.6) "*^06S8 ( 751 ) .0599 ( 231) 

.1)786 ( 342) .0057 ( 36) . 12 35 (4B4) - -0180 ' (48) .0244 ( 31 ) 



.Oi)02 (2°7 3) 

.0190 ( 39) 
,0000 (0) 



.0526 (1710) 



,0835 ( 10207)" 

.1415 (4659) 

.0525 (6554) 

.0310 ( 7102) 

.Or,)7 (2 30090) 



.1654 (677*4) .07()7 ( 1B4746) 



.1223 (lift) .2470 (3BI7) 

.5576 (85),. .1130 *( 903) 



.0814 (2165) .0634 (1747) .0721 (1396) .0000 (0) .2 156 ( 70B) .0000 (0) .49 1 1 ( 570) .2 197 (4323X 



Y 



.0 302 (1872) .0324 (7439) .0370 (916) .0226 (301) .2556 (641) .0000 (0) .0982 ("5) .1142 (23S!) 



.094? (8345) 
.0704 (1930) 

- 1046 i.J( 10909) 

.04)0 (86 15) 



.0435 ( 28959) .0447 ( 36670) .0625 ( 32994) .0639 ( 23516) .0733 ( 7632) .0736 ( 3012) -0724 (2604) .1672 ( 791*9) .0707 ( 2 14545) 



*scni. 1 lie? iiiiicri'b'pDiifii.' late utrlitn ucbool typo. The f requeue Joy (In pnt cutheul a) ari* t h« number of non -1 OMpcimll iir Htndoiitu within school typo 
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Table 2C-M *. 
ILS&B Student Non tcsponoe R.il«ts by SclioAl Type, Cohort -and Onys Tartly. in School 



School type 



f * Non -a 1 1 er nat i vd , Ticin'- 
II i a panic public urhools 

Non n 1 1 o*t mil' 1 vu „ 
Hispanic puhlli .schools 

it 

A! t *»rn>ii 1 vn school *j 

Nun- poll | I c , nnii~C.it lui 1 I 1: 
a » hool s 

^ Non I I c ( C.i t ho 1 1 c 



lot a I 



Noun 



I 2 



34 



5 10 



11-15 



16-^0 



>21 



Ot hor/Wuknoun 



To till 



Sophomores : 

-0T5BM312) .0473 (203) .0561(151) .0616 (101) .061/ (28) .0611 ( H) 

.0*09 (62) .04 74 (3 7) .0554 (25) .0656 (17) .0617 (5) .0625 (3) 

.0720 (18) .0355 (7) .0493 (7) .0600 (6) .1143 (4) .0000 (0) 

.0096 (3) .0462 ( 1 2) .0234 ( 3) .0685 (5) .0000 (OK .0000 (0) 

.0237 (29) .0296 (24) .0543 ( 1 7) .0443" ( 7) .0227 (l) .0476 (1) 



.07S6 (18) .1133 (264) .0536 (1172) 



.0476 (2) 
.0476 (1) 



.1711 (61) 
. 1489 (28) 



.0656 (2 12) 
-0745 ( 7 1 ) 



.1111 (2) .1468 ( 16) .0439 (41) 



;0000 (0) ,0982 (|1) .0113 (90) 



.0362 (424) .0452 (363) .0545(203) .0625 ( 138) .0597 ( 38) .0556 (17) .0680 (23) ,1384 (380) 



.0534 (1586) 



Son lor 



Non -altevii.il I vo t mm • 
lit uphill v public .achools 

Non -.i 1 1 e i iiiit t v»' 9 Ui »|winlc 
puhl 1 1 school h 

Alternative schools 

Non puhl lc, non Cat ho lie 
school m 

, lion pub I ( C , CM hoi 1 c 
Notion 1 s 



.0435 (128) .0658 ( 1 56) .06)8 (90) .0704 (66) -0452 ( 1 4) .0649 ( 10) 



.0401 .( 26) .0529 (2 1) .0753 (22) .0929 ( 1 7) . (9) 

.0449 (4) .0448 (3) .IfiOO (9) ^0488 (2) .0714 ( 1) 



.0519 (4) .rt909 ( 7) .0758 (5) 



.0204 (1) 



,0714 (1) 



.0508 (20) .0362 ( 1 1) .0857 ( 12) .0421 (4) .0385 (I) 



.0145 (I) 

.0000 (0) 

v 

.0000 (0) 

.0714 (I) 



.0698 (!2) .1589 (78) .0630 (554) 

. 1 154 (3) .2258 ( 7) .Of»75 ( 106) 

.1000 (I) .0909 (I) -0729 (21) 

.1667 (2) .2105 (4) .0755 (24) 

.0000 (0) .1250 (3) .0512 (52) 



To t a 1 



.0450 (182) .0616 (198) .0704( 138) .0689 (90) > .0596 (26) .058(3 (12) .0753 ( 18) . 1615 (93) .0632 ( 757) 



Note: rioporl loiui irpruneiit the nun -rcsponni! rrtte within orhool type. The frequencies (in pnraniheata) am the number of non -rc8pon.il ng sttulciUa within rtchoot type. 
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School Type 



No no 



Tahlo 2?^3ll 

Weighted SI oil out Non--rcs\>onac Kates by School Typo, Cohort and Payti Tardy to School 

7 



1-2 



3-4 



5-10 



II- 15 



16-70 



>2T 



0l hoi /Unknown 



T<ft a 1 



Snpltomorce 



Non- u 1 Icuui I I ve , mm- ^ 
Hispanic^ pnhl lc schooffl .U38H (46854) .0520 (432 v >9) .0597 ( 23019) -06<n (15957) .0646 (4151) .0709 (2167) .0825 (3142) 



.1 55/ (72920) .0649 { 21 1468) 



Non -a I O i iitil.J vir , 
Hispanic public school a 

"Alternative tic hoots 

Moil -pub Ll i- , twin- 
('at ho lie tifhooltj 



.0517* (2l54) .0503 ( 1 288) .0652 (981) .0639 ( 546) .06*3 (181) .0644 (106) .0588 (86) 
.0937 (632) .0342 (195) '.0593 (229) .0619 (178) .1007 (117) .0000 (0) .0644 (43) 



.1915 (4865) 
.2870 (3266) 



.0835 ( 10207) 
.1415 (4659) 



.0191 (713) .0362 (1183) -0256 (503) .0971 (1052) .0000 (0) .0000 (0) .0561: (165) .|A03 (2937) • .0525 (6554) 



flon -pub I 1 c , C.i I ho 1 1 < 
achoo 1 a 



^S^oial 



.0168 (1736) .0244 (1790) .0331 (797) , .0537 (602) .0334 (12^) .0063 (8) 



.0000 (0) .2151 (2039) 



.0 )73 ( 52089) .0493 (4,771^ .0569 (25528) .0671 (I8336X *06l! (>678) .0627 (2281) .0753 ( 306) 



, s 



7Vj7 



.1620 ( 3436) 

— 



Sen 1 or t* 



.0310 (7102) - 1 0 

.fc 

,0637 (239990) ^ 

ON 

I 



Non -a 1 1 *: i nal I v#* , noi\- 

lllspanlc public uchools .0447 ( 362 15) .0539 (32915) .0605 ( 22077) / .0660 ( 1 5793) .0346 ( 2952|) .0874 ( 3999) .0625 (3150) 
Non a I lei fia live, 

Hispanic public iichool*3 .07 1 5 * ( 19 70) .0434 ( 728) .0489 (692)" .0799 (681) .0876 (317) .0129 (15) .0656 ( 105) 



Alter italyi ve aihonlu 

Non -public , iion- 
Cal ho 1 1 c yi.hoo 1 

Non public , Catholic, 
uchoo I s 



To I a I 



.0421 ( 260) ,0598 (210) .0088 ()93) .0196 (58) .0219 (21) .0000 * (0) .0762 - (85) 
.0382 (774) .1183 (2866) .1110 (2147) .0071 (98) .0425 ^(125) .0000 (0) .1777 (576) 

.04 38 (0155) .0197 (1099) .0496 (I 190) |020| (285) .1070 (6 30) .0032 (10) .0000 (0) 



.1653 (67645) .0707 (184746) 

.0942 (8345) 

.0704 (1930) 

.1046 (10909) 

.04 30 (86 if) 




.22*22 (4 323) 



.1099 (2245) 



.0453 (42 )73) .0532 ( 37819) .0621 (26500) ,/)()()/ ( 16916) .0410 (4045) .0777 (4024) .0640 (3«16J .1673 ( 78954) .0707 (2 1454.5) 



Note: |'i tipui t lon-i r «-|>i csicni ^ th« non roopomiu i»tc wllliln ucliool ly|»>. Hie f n>«|m*ncl«« (In pnrontlu'nls) are tin' number <>( non- res ponding Ktiuteiilti within urlmol typo. 
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.Table 2C-4A 










« 




HS&B Student 'Non-response 


Rates 

9 


by School Type ^ 


Cohort 


and "Wo 


i^fced for 


Pay Last 


Week" 


School Type 


Yes 


- No 






Other /Unknown • 
/ 


Total 










/ 

X- 


C 










Non-alternative, non- 
Hispanic public schools (0fc 


.0493 


* 

(415) 


.0429 


(489) 




.1309 


(268) 


.0536 


(1172) 


Non-alternative , Hispanic 
public schools 


.0594 


. (55) 


.0491 


(95) 




>■ .1662 


(62) 


.0656 


(212) 


Alternative schools 


.0621 


(18) 


* .0520 


(25) 




.1538 


(28) , 


.0745 


(71) 


Non-public, non-Catholic 
schools 


.0283 


(8) 


.0314 


(17) 




.1481 


(16) 


.0439 


(41) 


Non-public , Catholic 
schools 

i 


.0309^ 


. (31) 


.0303 


(48) 




.0932 


(11) 


.0333 


(90) 


Total 




\JZ.I) 


. ..0422 

4- 


(674\ 




1 *\ A 1 
• 1 JO 1 

r v 


\JOJJ 


. U J Jt 


( 1 c:p A 1 






• 


OC 11 JL \J L o 












< 


* 

Non-alternative , non- 
Hispanic public schools 


.0551 


(275) 


.0605 


(201) 




.1628 


(78) 


- 

.0630 


( 554) 


Non-alternative , Hispanic 
p t ublic schools 


..0651 


(5-4) 


.0640 


(46) 




.2609 


(6) 


,0675 


(106) 


Alternative schools 


.0612 


(9) 


N .0758 


(10) 




.2222 


'(2) 


.0729 


(21) 


Non— public , non— Catholic 
schools L^^~^ 


.0438^ 


(6) 


.0807 


(13) 




.2500 


(5)' 


.0755 


(24) 


Non-public , Catholic 
schools 


.0380 


(21) 


" .0636^(28) 




. .1304 


(3) 


.0512 


(52) 


Total 


.0548 


(365) 


.0624 


(298) 




.1697 


(94) 


.0632 


(-757). 



Note: Proportions represent the non-response rate -within school type. The frequencies 
(in parenthesis) are the number of non-responding students within school type* 
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HS&B Weig+tted Student; Non- 


Table 2C-4B 
•response Rates by School 


Type, 


Cohort . and 


. "Worked 


For Pay 


Last Week" 


School Type 


) 

*Yes 


No 




Other /Unknown 


Total \^ 




* 




' Sophomores 












Non-alternative , non- 
Hispanic public schools 


.0540 


\ 

\ 

(64367) 


.0459 


(73316) 




.1554 


(73785) 


.0649 


(211468) 


Non-alternative , Hispanic 
public schools 


.0636 


(1.998) 


■ 0512 


(3313) 




.1876 


(4896) 


.0835 


(10207) 


<< 

Alternative schools 

\ 


.0717 


(578) 


•QJ593 


(806) 




• 2907 


(*3275) 


.1415 

* J. X -J 


(46S9) 


Non-public , non-Catholic 
schools 


• \J X *T X 


( 6 1 4") 


.0460 


(3002) 




. 1 803 




0525 


( 6554) 


Non-public , Catholic 
schools 


.0235 


\ 

(2345) 

* 


.0229 


(2717) 


1 


.1979 


(2039) 


.0310 


(7102) 


Total 


.0508 


(69903) 


.0447 


(83155) 




.1613 


(86932) 


.0637 


(239990.) 


r 






Seniors 






- 






Non-alternative, non- 
Hispanic public schools 


.0517 


(73085) 


.0554 


(44043) 




.1667 


(67618) 


.0707 


(184746) 


Non-alternatjtve , Hispanic 
public schools 


.0623 


(2383) 


.0623 


(2209) 




.2507 


(3753) 


.0942 


(8345) 


Alternative schools 


.0392 


' (467) 


.0578 


(475) 




.1352 


(988) 


.0704 


(193,0) 


Non-public , non-Catholic 
schools 


.0562 


(2266) 


.0922 


(4064). 




.2303 


(.4579) 


.1046 


(10909) 


Non-public, Catholic 
schools 


.0329 


(3799). 


.0398 


(2571) 




.1108 


(2245) 


,/0430 


(8615) 


Total 


.0506 


(81999) 


.0564 


(53362) 




.1692' 


(79185) 


.0707 


(214545) 


■ 

Note: Proportions represent the non-^response rate within school type. The 
parenthesis) are the number of non-responding students within school 


frequencies (in ' 
type. 



erJc ' 208 



- A2C-9 - 



*■ 


Table ZC-5# 




j 


HS&B Student N0u-re.sp0.ns3 


Rates by School Type, Cohort 


and "Suspended or on 


Probation*' 


School Type 


Yes No" • 


'Other/ Unknown 

V 


Total 


* \ 

Sophomores 

1 



- - ~ i — ■ ■ 

Non-alternative, non- 
HispaniS public schools 


. .0627 


(140) 


.0422 


(697) 


.1074 


(33*) 


.0536 


(1172) 


Non-alternative, Hispanic 
public schools <» 

V 


\ 

.0616 


(17) 


.0494 


(119) 


.1387 


(76) 


.0656 


(212) 

i 


/ 

Alternative schools 


- .0536 


(6) 


.0554 


(32) 


.1255 


(33) 


.0745 


-(71) 


Mnn — nnh 1 "f r* nAn-r^ hhol "f r* 

schools r*" *~^~\ 


.0735 


(5.) 


.0261 


(19) 


(•1250 


(17) 


.0439 


(41) 


schools 


- .0255 


(6) 


.0305 


(69) 


.0725 


(15) 


.0333 


(90) 


Total 


.0595 


(174) 


.0416 


(936) 


.1114 


(476) 


.0534 


( 1586) 


** r 






Seniors 




*s 






. 


* \ 

Non-alternative, non- ^ 
Hispanic public schools 


.0836 


(85) 


.0500 


C348) 


/ 

.149.8 


(121)- , 


.063,0 


(554) 


Non-alternative, Hispanic 
public schools 


.0763 


(10) 


.0632 


(87) 


.1.429 


*(9) 


.0675 


(106) 


Alternative schools N 


.1000 


(4) ' 


.0622 


(14) 


.1304 
.2273' 


(3) 


.0729 


(21) ' 


Non-public, non-Catholic 
schools 


.1351 


(5) 


'.0541 


'(14) 


(5) 


.0755 


(24) ' 


Non-public, Catholic 
schools 


.0756 


(9) 


.0479 

* 


(41) 


.0488 


(2) 


.0512 


(52) 


1 «""* — 

Total 


.0841 


(113) 


.0520 


(504) 


.1463 


(140} 


.0632 


(757) 



Note: Proportions represent the non-response rate within school type. The frequencies 
(in parenthesis) are the number of non-responding students within school type. 
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MS&B Weighted Student Non-response Rates 
School Type Yes 



Table 2C-5B 

by School Type , .Cohort and "Suspended or on Probation" 



\ 

No 



Other/ Unknoptl * Total 



Vjon-al te r native > non- 
11 i. span] c public schools 

Non a 1 ternat i ve , 

M Irf^an I c pub! i c schools 

Al t ernat 1 ve school*? 

s^on -publ i c , non- 
Cat ho I Ic sehoo Is 

Non-pub lie, Cat hoi i c 

schools 

\ 



Tot; a I 



Non-a 1 t ernat 1 ve , non- 
Hispanic publ Ic schools 

Non-a 1 t ernat iye , 

II I span i c pub 1 i c schools 

Al tentative school s 

Non-publ I c , non- 
Cat ho I i c schools 



Non-public , Cat holi 
s choo I $ < 



To I a I 



No te i 

• ERIC 



Sophomores 



.064(T (20894) 



.0702 
.0601 

.0515 

.0250 



(668) 
(229) 

(604) 

(4535 



.0459 (105962) 

.0519 (4201) 

.0628 (97 1) 

.0272 (2488) 

.0231 (4563) 



1352 (84612) 



1677 (53?8 



.2533* (345 




. 1 537 (2086)" 



.0649 (211468) 

.0835 (10207)^ 

.1415 (4659) 

.0525 (6554) 

.0310 (7102) 



.0618 ('22847) 

r _ 



.0439 (1 18185) - J .1401 (98958) 



.0637 (239990) 



Senior* 



.0807 (2; 8066) 

.0641 (4477) 

.0634 (2956) 

.1830 (19322) 

.048 5 (10956) 



.0461 (86406) 

.0622 (4027). 

).0380 (556) 

.0601* (4 398) 

.0355 (5405) 



.1629 (76533) 

.2283 (3871) 
.1327 (1079) 

.2230 (4579) 

f 

.0828 (2115) 



.0707 (184746) 

.0942" (8345) 
.0704 (1930) 

.10/(6 (10009) 

.04 30 (8615) 



.0812 (255767) 



.OVi6 3 (100791) 



1630 (88178) 



.0707 (214545) 
t 



out t he^hwv'-re! 



Proportions represent the nT>»=- re spouse rate within school- type, 
are the number of non-responding students within school type. 

* 9 in 



The frequencies (in parenthesis) 



Table *2C-6A \ 
e, Cohont 



IISMJ Student. Non-response Rates by SchoolN^yp 



and Cut Classes Now *rtul Then 



School Type 



Y«s 



N< 



Other/ Unknown 



Total 



Sophomores 



Non alternative, non- 
III span ie public schools 

Non -a 1 l crnat t ve , 
Hispanic public schools 

Alternative schools 

Non pub He, non- 
Cat ho I i e sehoo ^s 

Won- pub lie, Catholic 
schools » 



To t a I 



Non -a I to mat 1 ve , non- 
Hispanic public schools 

Non- a 1 1 eruat i ve , 
Hispanic ^nilf I f c schools 

Alternative schools Jt ■ 

Non-publ I c , non- 
Gnthol le schools 



Non public, Catholic 
schools 



Total 



.0628 

.0639 
..0736 

.0500 

.0462 



(,338) 

(58) 
(22) 

(9) 

(12) 



' .0624 (439) 



.0621 (214) 



.0772 
.0615 

.0840 

.0606 



(50) 
(8) 

(10) 

(12) 



.0648 (294) 



.0371 (4JT6) 



.0449 
.0404 



(80) 
(16) 



.024 T (15) 



.0282 



(63) 



.1080 

. 1 360 
.1279 

.1259 

.0704 



(338) 

(74) 
(33) 

f < 

(17) 
(15) 



536 (1172) 

.0656 (212) 
.0745 ' (71) 



" .0439 



.0333 



(41), 



(90) 



036?T (670) 



.1IJ5 (477) 



.0534 (1586) 



Seni ors 



J 



r 



.0487 (221) 



1476 (119) 



.0539 
.0662 

.0508 

.0487 



(46) 
(9) 

• (9) 

(38) 



.^49 
'.18,18 

.2273 

.0526 



(10) 
(4) 

(5) 

(2) 



.0630 (554) 

.0675 (106,) 

.0729 (21) 

.0755 (24) 



.0512 



(52) 



.0498 (323) 



1463- ( 140) 



.0632 (757) 



Nc Proportions represent the non-response rate within school type. 

ERJC are the number of non-responding students within school type. 
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r . Table 2C-6B 

HS&B Weighted Student Non-response Rates by\School Type, Cohort and Cut Classes Now and Then 



Sehoo I Type 



Yes 



Non-alternative, non- 

Hispanic |)u!)llc schools ' .0674. ( 53551) 



Non allernal I ve , Hispanic 
pubU c schoo 1 s 

Alternative schoo 1 s 

Non- pub I ic , non-Cat ho lie: 
schoo Is 

*Non--pub lie, Cat ho 1 i e 
schoo Is 



Tot a I. 



Non -al ternat i ve f non- 
Hispanic public schools 

Non-a I ternat i ve > HI spani c 
publ f c school s 

■ 

Alternative schools . 

Non-publ l^Cj non Cat hoi i c 
s choc 1 s 

t 

Non- pub! 1 c , Catholic 
schools 



Total 



.0666 (2060) 

.0JJ07 (710) 

.0410 (1157) 

.0545 (1300) 



.0663 (58778) 



.0570 (57039) 

.0757 (2329) 

.0294 (312) 

.109! (4066) 

.0607 (2590) 



, No 

Sophomores 

.0396 (72962) 

.0481 (£864) 

.0460 (490) 

.0258 (1935) 

.01$/i (3715) 



Ot lie 1 7 Unknown 



Total 



1.356 (84955) 

1662 (5283) 
2564 ^ (34 59) 

1602 (3462) 



.0649 (211468) 



.0835 (10207) 

.1415 (4659) 

J 

.0525 (6554) 



1514 (2086) .0310 (7102) 



.0376 (81966) 



1404 (99246) 



.0637 (239990) 



Se n I o r s 



.0449 (51392) 

.0507 (2061) 

.0521 (454) 

.0493 (2264) 

.0296 (3910)" 



.1625 (76314) 

.2299 (3955) 

.1435 (llVi) 

.2170 (4579) 

.0834 (2115) 



.0592 (66337) 



.04 38 (60081) 



.1627 (88128) 



.0707 (184746) 

.094 2 (834 5) 

.0704 (1930) 

.1046 (10909) 

.04 30 (8615) 

.0707 (214545) 



Note: Proportions represent the non-response rate within school type, 
are the number of non-responding students within school type. 

ERIC 



♦The frequencies (in pa rent he si 



212 



- A2C-13 - 



r 
if 



Table 2C-7A 



1 i p r n 

HS&B 


Student Non-response 


Rates 


by School Type, 


Cohort and "Interested in School" 

4 


School 


Type 


Yes 


No 


N Other/ Unknown Total 




• 




Sophomores 





Non-alternative , non-^^ 


















Hispanic public sdYiools 


.0408 


(583) 


' .0576 


(254) 


.1054 


(335) 


.0536 


(1172) 


Non-alternative, -MsdCnic 


















public schools J 


.0502 


(110) 


.0553 


(27) 


.1356 


(75) 


.0.656 


(212) 


Alternative schools \ 


.0532 


(31) 


.063JL 


(7) 


. 1274 


(33) 


.0745 


(71) 


Non-public^ non-Catholrc 


* 

T 
















schools 


.0285 


(19) 


.0388 


(5) 


.1232 


(17) 


.0439 


(41) 


Non-public ? Catholic 


















schools 


.0296 


(60) 


.030A 


(14) • 


.0727 

v. * 


(16) 


-0333 


(90). 


Total 


-0406 


(803) 


.05A9 


(307) 


.1095 


(476) 


- .0534 


(1586) 


Seniors 


Non-alternative , non- 


















Hispanic public schools 


.0505 


(311) 


.0650 


(117) 


.1509 


(126) 


.0630 


(554) 


c 

Non-alternative , Hispanic 


















public schools 


.0650 


(82) 


.0615 


■ (15) 


.1364 


(9) 


.0675 


(106) 


Alternative schools 


.0658 


(15) 


.0811 


(3) 


.1304 


(3) 


.0729 


(21) 


Non-public , non-Catholic 


















schools 


.0602 


(15) 


.0833 


(4) 


.2381 


(5) 


.0755 


(24) 


Non- public , Catholic 


















schools 


.0532 


' (A3) 


.0414 


(7) 


.0513 


(2) 


.0512 


(52) 


— \ 

Total 


.0536 


(466) 


.0635 


(146) 


.1474 


(143) 


.0632 


? 757) ( 



Note: Proportions /represent the non-response rate within school type. The frequencies 
«(in parenthesis) are the number of non-responding students within school type. 
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^ Table '2C-7B 

HS&B Weighted Student Non-response Rates by School Type, Cohort and " Interes tf&d in School" 





/ 

School Type 

'O 


Yes 


No 


Other/ Unknown 


Total 








Sophomores 










iNon— axceirnaLive , nou 
Hispanic public schools 


• 

.0447 


(89344) 


V 

.0595 


(37368) 


.1337 


(84756) 


.0649 


(211468) 


Non-alternative , Hispanic 
public schools 


.0548 


(4007) 


.0498 


(840) 


.1663 


(5360) 


.0835 


(10207) 


Alternative schools 


, .0597 


(980) 


' .0740 


(220) 


.2553 


(3459) 


.1415 


(4659) 


Non-public , non-Catholic 
schools 


.0 309 


(2462) 


.0284 


(629) 

» 


\ 

.1506 


(3462) 


.0525, 


'(6554) 


Non-publi c , Catholic 
schools 


' .0225 


(3787) 


.0263 


(1223) 


.1426 


(2091) 


.0310 


(7102) 


Total 


.0430 


(100579)' 


.0562 


(40281) 


.1382 


(99129) 


.0637 


(239990) 


• 

Seniors 


Non-alternative, non- 
Hispanic public schools 


.0450 


(700^85) 


.0647 


(37634) 


.1619 


(77027) 

» 


.0707 


(184746) 


Non-alternative, Hispanic 
public schools 


* .0693 


(3917) 


.0375 


(557) 


.2248 


(3871) 


.0942 


(8345) 


Alternative schools 


.0540 


(787) 


.0133 


(64) 


.1336 


(1079) 


.0704 


(1930)\ 


Non-public, non-Catholic 
schools 


.0673 


(4488) 


.1080 


(1841)' 


.2230 


(4579) 


.1046 


(10909) 


Non-public, Catholic 
schools 


' .0353 


(4754) 


.0434 


(1746) 


.0829 


(2115) 


.0430 


(8615) 


Total 


.0459 


(84031) 


.0635 


(41842) 


.1621 


(88671) 


.0707 


(214545) 



Note: proportions represent the non-response rate within school type. The frequencies (in 
parenthesis) are the^ number of non-responding students within school type, 1 
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/ 



!></hool lype 



Non -a 1 1 et nat I vi: , nosi- 
Hispanic public schools 

Non-alt or nat I vo f III span J c 
jhjI) I I «: achool a 

All*- 1 That Ivy tuliooh 

N«*<i pub I I c . non- Cat 1 10 1 I c- 

* Non -pub lie, Catholic 
schools 0 



lot .it 



Noii ■ a J ( iM nat I vl' „ non- 
Ill apmil c public schools 

Noij-a \£ cinat 1 v« ( III span i c 
puttee ut'hoolu 

*> <> . 

Al t ci nat I **u iichoola 

Non public, non Cat hoi lc 
achooly 

Non pul> I 1 o , Cut ho I 1 r 
urlmolu 



Student Non-re 



Tabic 2C 8A 

rcuponae Ratco by School Type , Cohort and blncat labial Aspirations 



< 111 School 
Di plowa 



Vocal lonal Vocational 
High School School School 
Diploma <2 Yuara >2 Yearn 



Co 1 1 ege Co 1 Ir&v. 



College Mao t ci a poet or ate Other /Unknown Total 



.0585 (42) 

.0)48 (4) 

.0294 (IT* 

.0556 (I) 

.0702 (4) 

.0552 (52) 



<2 Years >2 YeaiH . Police 

* Sophomoi es 

.0444(347) .0518 (54) .0401 (57) .0479 (70) .0403 ( 103) .0373 (96) .0495 (30) .0452' (|H) .108*1 (355) .0536( 1 172) 



.0443 (47) 
.0635 (ri) 



.0559 '° 312 (7) "° 427 (,n) 

-0357 (|) .0492 ( 3) .0164 ( 1) 



.t}552 ( 20) 
.0714 (8) 



.0683 (22) .0025 (8) ,0337 ( 3) 
.0299 (4) ,0270 (1) .1667 (5) 



.1 181 (83) .0656 (212) 
.1311 (35) .0745 (71) 



.0161 (2) .0000 (0) .0417 UT" -0000 (0) .0469 (6) .0291 /9) .0133 (1) .0488 (?) .1 348 (19) ,0439 (41) 
.0321 (19) .0132 (I) .0221 (4) .0280 (7) .0289 (13)^.0209 ( | 3) .0342 ( 5) ,0625 (6) .07hh 4( 18) ,.0 333^(90) 



.0437 (427) .0489 (64) .0379 ( 72) .0427 (811) .^416/ 1 50) .0 364 ( 1 44) .0468 ( 45) .0550 (34) . I 1 26 ( 5 10) .05 34( I 586) 



So n 1 o r a 



.0 )1 3 (4) .0652 (162) .0007* ( 39) .0656 ( 5 1) .054 1 ( 24) .0437 ( 58) 

.1 250 (2) .061 1 (24) .0550 (6) .0872 ( 1 5) .0873 (II) .0662 ( 18) 
.0000 (0) .0926 (5) .0000 (0) .1053 (2), .1250 ( 2) .0750 ( 3) 



.0 388 (63) ,0496 (19) 
\ 

j 

.0^576 (16) .0241 (J) 
.0506 (4) .0870 (2) 



.0361 (9) 



.1316 (5) 
.1)0.00 (0) 



.I40| (|2S) .06)0 ( 554) 

.0833 ( 7) .*675 ( 10ft) 
.1200 (3) .0729 (21) 



-0000 (0) .0943 (5) .'f909 (I) .0417 ( 1) .0000 (0) .0222 (1) .0476 (5) .0667 (^) . 1 765 ( 3) .2500 (6) .0755 ( 24) 



.0000 (0) .0727 (8) .1034 (3) .0435 ( 3) .0000 (0) .0619 ( 1 3) .0 )31 (12) .0526 (5) .0877 ( 5) .0750 ( 3) .0512 (52) 



15 

O 
I 



Totol 



.0177 (6) .0660 (204) .0757 (49) .0679 ( 72) .0589 (37), ;049l (93) .0408 (100) .0489 ( 30) .0588 (22) .1 352 ( 144) .0632 ( 757) 



Note; propoi t lona toptrsent the non -response rote within achool type. The f i equenc lea (In parent heal a) tiro the number of non renpon<! | ng rttuoYiitH within achool t 



ype . 
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Tublc 2C-8B 

N3&B Uelghlod Stuilo.U Non-rcsponac Ratns by School Type , Cohort noil Kilucat looal Aspiration* 

t 



Sc ho o I Type 



<lll|'h School High School Vocational Vocational . College w Collie College 

Diploma Diploma School School <2 Year* >2 Year* Degree. Masters Doctorate 01 her /Unknown 

<2 Years >2 Years 



To t a I 



Sophomores 



Hon -j I tor nat Ivc , non 

Hispanic public schools .059? (6000) .0492 (54985) -0541 (8312) .0459 (9105) .0474 (9754) .0451 ( 15862) .03^7 (13491) .0479 (4193) .0569 (3185) 



,13)8 (86580) .0649 (21 1468) 



Non -i 1 1 e r nat 1 ve , Hlspantc 
pubt lc « chool M 

Alt ei native achoola 

Non publ lc, non- C t athoI tc 
schools 

lion -public, Catholic 
school^ 



.0)16 (129) .0497 (1774) .0641 (292) .0439 (320) .0351 (270) .Oft25 (742) .0639 (684) .0764 (215) ,0354 ( » »0) .1*54 (5650) 

.0246 (25) .0643 (354) .0472 (45) .0385 (62) .0683 (108) .0849 (247) *03l3 (115) .0628 (63) .|874 (I3l) .2516 (3508) 

.0010 (4) .0111 (304) .0000 (0) .0333 (145) .0000 (0) .0367 (69l) ,0556 (1415) .0324 (210) .0017 (4) ,1660 (3781) 

.0)72 (178) .01/8 (1020) .0722 (529) .0021 (31) .0541 (»075) .0212 (803) .0143 (776) .0458 (485) .0127 (82) ,1)73 (2124) 



.0835 (1020?) 

.1415 (4659) 

.0525 (6554) 

.0310 (7102) 



To t a I 



.0556(6)36) .0470(58437) .0539 (9178) .0426 (9663) .0458(11207) .0433(18345) .0372(16480) .0477 (5186) .0510 (3513) .1)86(10164)) .06)7(2)9990) 



Seniors 



Non|Hlt\> mat I vu , non -n 

lllupiyiric public schools .0)42 (957) .0661 (51076) .0795 (982)) .0473 (8705) .0511 (6098) .0413 ( 1 3536) ,0298 (12678) .0355 (31/9) .0374 (2079) . 1 565 (76614). 



Non-s^te mat I ve h HI y panic 
pub IJc schools 

Alternative schools 

N"» publ tc, non Cat ho I tc 
schools 

Non public. Catholic 
school a 



.0994 (119) .0699 ( 1 50 1) .0)64 (7\H) .0655 (461) .0808 (387) .0935 ( 1 182) .0392 (4B8) .0180 (58) .1 130 (1 37) .204) (3793) 

.0000 (0) .0371 (184) .0000 (0) .1317 (105) .0857 (112) .0)94 (73) .0441 (207) .0659 ( 170) .0000 (0) .1245 (1079) 

.0000 (0) .0875 (1547) .2094 (570) .0696 (570) .0000 (o) .0381 (570) .0593 (1529) .0129 (81) .1820 (893) .2491 (il49) 

.0000 (0) .0390 (1286) .0090 (39) .0048 (67) ,0000 (0) .074) (2611) .0248 (1520) .0071 (62) .1018 (784) .0886 (2?4^) 



.0707 ( 184.746) 

.0042^ (8)45) 
.0704 (1930) 

.1046 (10909) 

.O4)0 (86M) 



Total 



.n))5 ( 1076) .0654 (55594) .0775 ( 10650) .0462 (9908) .0481 (6598) .0458 (1 7972) .0310 ( 16422) .0321 (3551) .0553 (38«$ , 1 579 (88880) .n707 ( 214545) 



Note? Proportions ii!pie«<Mit the non - response rate within school type. The frequencies (in parentbes In) nro the number of non -r ea pond I ng student* within school type. 
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Tuble 2C 9A 

IIS4.R StnnViH Nim-HnnpiHifio R.iten by School Type, Cohort *n<l r x pec I ml Mnfn Activity Yonr Alter 11 1 >* l« School 



Sellout Type 



1.'n> k Full 



Apprun 
t I ccalil p 



MI 1 I t«ry 



Home- 
H»ker 



T* *rie 
flclmol 



I Iokc Co I lr/{e Ool I e*o 

(Acnricmtc) (Vor/tt Inn/i I ) Full Tlwo 



Pork 



(H hn 

P 1 illA 



Ot hrr /llurthiou 



Tot n I 



.Hoplinmorefl 



Nou rtll i-inAl lvt\ iiiui' 
Hispanic public hi- It. )o |k 

Non-nl l*i tu.'tt Ive, 
llltipAittc, publ If rcIiooIn 

Al I Of no live nrliooiH 

Nil it jmh lie, non 
Cm hoi I c tt rlion 1 a 

Non-pub 1 1 c , Oithollc 

« tltfllM 1 s 



.•>5I4 ( KKO .0540 ( 32) .0521 (W) .0461(13) .0106(35) .0445(51) .0428(41) .0^4(251) .0517(37) .0476 (60) .1100(111) .0516(117?) 



.04 4 2 ( )H) 

.055") (10) 

-H4BH (4) 

.•mm? (;) 



.£096 (ft) .0426 (6) .0476 (2) ,0449 ( 7) .0479 (9) .0719 (10) .0501 (43) .0550 (6) ]o26| (4) '.1525 ( 79) .0656 ( 712) 



i|0 (12) .0745 ^7|) 



.0000 (0) k .mi ()) .1000 (I) .0294 (I) .0311 (I) .0270 (I) .0578 ( 19) .0476 (I) .0571 ( 2) 

.0000 (0) .0714 (|) .0000 (0) -Q000 (0) .0400 (I) .0000 (0) .0285 (16) .0000 (0) ,058ft (.1) .1221 (16) .«419 (41) 

.0571.(2) .0294 '(2) .05ft.ft (1) .0261 ( 1) .0^17 ( 7) .0 357 ( 1) .0276 ( 4|) ^-fHM (3) V0625 ( 7) .OHIO (14) .01)1 (90) 



To t it 1 



.I14H9()65) .0572 ( 42) .051 1 (50) .0476 ( 17) .031 1 (46) .0445 (69) .044 1 ( 55) -0179 ( 172) .051ft (42) .0471 ( 76) .|?1S(457) ,05V, (I5HA) 



Sen I or « 



2. 



Nun-ul l el nrtt I vo , mtir 7 " 
lltupaott putillc :ti bnul?? 

Hon * 1 ut on t Ive 

1(1. upon lc public schools 

Alternative .schools 

Non pub lie, ohm 
t'jithullr school o 

Moil-pub 1 1 c , Ciilhollr 
action 1 s 



.07*11 (lf.7) .l^ft* (72) .1681 (57) .0400 ()) .0181 (22) .0309 (21) .0544 (2ft) .OlftO(IW) .0479 ( 7) 



.075fl (16) 



.1405 (92) .0610 ( 55A) 



.'15 1/1 (2 2) 

.<M/0 (?) 

.I2D0 ()) 

.M606 (6) 



-1113 (6) .1455 (ft) 

.1667 (I) .0714 (!) 

.0000 (0) .0000 (0) 

.0000 (0) .1667 (2) 



.0000 (0) .0802 (9) .0661 (II) .0517 (6) .051ft (27) 

.2500 (I) .0769 ( I) .0000 (0) .0000 (a) .0915 ( 1 3) 

.0000 (0) .0000 (0) \0769 (I) .2272 (2) .0650 ( 1 3) 

.5000 (t) .0294 (I) .031 3 ( 3) .0513 (2) .0502 ( 31) 



^51 1 (2) .07fl«* (3) .|7«6 ( 10) .067S (106) 

.0000 (0) .0000 (0) .I000O (2) .0729 (2!) 



.0000 (0) .0000 (0) .2081 (5) .0755 (24) 



.0714 (I) 



.0556 (I) .0645 (2X .0512 (52) 



To t a 1 



.1)701 ( 200) ,1 12ft ( 29) .1604 (68) .0526 (5) .0444 ( 11) .0376 (40) .0551 ( 1ft) .0443" (201) .0476 ( 10) .0694 (20) .141 2 ( 1 11) .0612 ( 757) 



Nolo,; I'lOpoillotlH I i k |il i 
t 



scot the moo t espouse rntc within echmil type. The f rci)iiciic I *» (In pni cut lie s I n ) /ire the mraher of non -re's pontlf lift »(. orient n within ■cbool type. 



O 

i 



--4 
I 
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Table 2C 9B 

HS&R .Student Weights.! Nun KoitpniiHr Rate* by School lyre, Cohort *rul Kxpcrtod llnln Activity Ycnr Aftvx High School 



School ry|»o 



Mtirk Full 
1 I we 



A|»pr cir 
llvcnhlp Military 



Ihik i*r 



Tin«lo- Ji . College CoHitq Collrne Work 

School ( Armlet*! o ) (Vocal loon I ) Full T|«e Par t Time 



Other 
Fl nn« 



tit he r / Unknown Total 



.Sophomnr c* 



Non~a 1 1 til oat 1 vc t urn- * 

HUprtolf public Hih.i.ila .OM.7 (47941) .0521 (4*2}) .0617 (6335) .0389(1632) .0286 (4566) .0462 ( 7544) .0510 (72J8) .0404 ( 36443) .0645 (5184) .0514 («7«) .1438(80215) .0649(211468) 

i 

Non-al tvrnal Ivo, ' n * 

lllspitulc pohllc Hihoyln .0489 ( 141 1) .1 191 (( 304) .0456 ( 220) .0392 ( 54) .0568 (287) .0387 (252) .0792 (360) .0538 ( 1536)' .0684 (25**) .021 3 ( 107) . 1 735 ( 5418) .0835 ( 10207) 



Moh poll 1 1 c , OOI1 
Catholic actum I o 



Attt.natly H.hoolH .(1550 (29|) .0000 (0) .I960 ( 172) .0986 (31) .0210 (21) .0307 (3^) .0^00 (43) .0^86 #(573) .0390 (25) .0775 (61) .2660 ( 341/1) -14 15 (4659) 

-04 38 ( 767) .0000 (0) .0012 (3) .0000 (0) .0000 (0)* .0289 ( 157) .0000 (0) .0405 (2318) .0000 (0) .0407 ( 370) .1454 (2937 ) .0525 (6554) 

\ 

.'•)|2 ( 1177) .0632 ( 243) .0027 ( 14) .0023 (4) .0144 ( 136) .0158 ( 189) .0240 ( 1 70) .0204 (2483) .0531 (385) .0230 ( 225) .|515 (2C17C.) .0310 (7|02) 



Noo - puli H < , Lit (Imlh 
B i hoot H 



Total 



( 51587) .0529 (4969) ".0581 (6744) ^.0366 (1*721) .0280" (*50l 0) ^TolTV T« TfW' *.*04^T78hr .~038XT4TT5T) 70K2fTTMfVT) ;W1 Ttt517) ™1W0 TMTTSoT ;O6ir(71909n) 



8c otor a 



Noo alternative, noo - t " '*** 5 ^' 

Hispanic public rtcliools .0tiH4 (464i)) .1077 (6157) .1653 ( 12778) .0314 ( 764) .0353 (4836) .0269 ( 5230) .0482 (6183) .0319 (24506) .0469 ( 1 721) .0670 (4 |99) .1 593 ( 71938? .0707 ( 184746) 

Hon altcioutlvu ' ^ . 

Hispanic y«nlic schools .0566 (1306) .1 209 ( 184) .1790 ( 340) .0000 (0) .0695 ( 320) .0576 ( 5210) .0306 (136) .0618 ( 1 389) .0554 ( 7 1) .0344 ( 102) .2348 (3976) .0<U2 (8345) 

t 

AtUinatlvu school a .0 117 (112) .05)1 (14) .2088 (|45) .0)18 (27) .0354 (40) .0000 (0) .0000 (0) .0*86 (656) .0000 (0) .0000 - (0) .1195 (935) >. 0704 ( 1930) 



O 
I 

H 

00 

< »; 



Noo -poh I ( <". > ocio- 
Cat hut I c achon 1 it 

Hon pohllc, Catholic 
achon I ji 



Tot a I 



.^146 



.(1921 (924) .0000 (0) .0000 (0) .0000 (0) .0000 (0) .1095 (570) .261 1 (695) .0762 (3828) .0000 (0) .0000 (0) .2182 (48*11) .Yn46 (10909) 

/ 

.0308 (1011) .0000 (0) .1 355 < I 79) .3156 (42) .0023 ( 1 3) .0616 (860) .0825 (672) .0340 (3587) .0046 ( 1 2) ^.0270^ < |05) .0984 (21 15) .0430 (8615) 

1 ■ — ' ' -7 w — — — - ' ~ 

.Oh65 (498/16) .0987 (6356) .1633 ( 13442) .0319 (833) .0339 ( 52|0) .0321 ( 718|) .0532 (7686) .0356 (J^968) .0*32 ( 1803) .0585 (4405) .1617 (8 38 57) .0707 (2|45'*5) 



Hole: Propoi t Ifiim icpri'fM-nt tin* iion-re.fipoiiso tale within school type. The frequencies (In paronthe«ln) are thr oufther of noil responding srofleot* within school tvpr. 
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Table 2C-10A 



IIS&D Student Non-Response Rates by School Type, Cohort and Finn to Co to CcyHege 



School Typo 



Next Year 



In 2 Yearn 



> 2 Years 



No 



Don't 
Know 



Other/Unknown 



Sophomores 



Total 



v ' Non alternative, non- 
Hi span! c public schools 


.0376 


( 309) 


.0523 


(118) 


.0444 


(19) 


V 

* .0544 


(149) 


.0442 


(165) 


.0915 


(412) 


9 

.0536 


(1172) 


Non-a 1 tcvoat 1 ve , » 
Hispanic public schools 

; 


.0578 


(70) 


.033A 


- (13) 


.0112^ 


- (1) 


.0769 


(17) 


.0368 


(22) 


.1 190 


(89) 


.0656 


(212) 


fc Alternative school a 


.0608 


(22) 


AIQA 

• u >y\t 


I J J 


. 1 I J\) 


(2) 


.0526 


(3) 


.0515 


- (7) 


.1115 


(34) 


.0745 


(7J) 


Non-public t non- 
(Catholic schools 


.0248 


(15) 


. yfO J J 


( ti\ 
\ ** ) 






.0000 


(0) 


.0294 


( 2) 


. 1 258 


(20) 


.0439 


(41) 


Non— public. Catholic 
^ schools 


.0273 


(46) - 


.0311 


(7) 


.1119 


(3) 


.0189 


(2) 


.0332 


<9) 


-0590 


(23) 


- .0333 


(90) 


Total 


.0382 


(462) 


.0485 


(145) 


.0440 


(25) 


.0543 (171) 


.0427 


(205) * 


.0947 


(578) 


.0534 


(1586) 






* 








Sen i ors 


















Non-alternut 1 ve, non- 

ll i 1 kit 1 a 

Hispanic public schools 


.0374(064) 


.05*64 


(29) 


.1115 


f 

(30) 


.0774 


(105) 


.0*117 


(67) 


H .1102 


(159) 


.0630 


(554) 


Non -a 1 1 ernat 1 ve 

Hispanic public schools ' 


.0582 


(51) 


.0614 


(7) 


* .0600 
; 


(3) 


.0952 


(IB) 


.0599 


(10) 


.0977 


(17) 
r 


.0675 


(106) 


Alt i! i native schools 


.0618 


(II) 


.2727 


(3) 


.oooo 


(0) 


.0000 


(0) 


.0588 


(1) 


.1224 


(6) 


.0729 


(21) 


Non -public, non- 
Catholic schools 

i 

/ 


.0569 


(12) 


.1875 


(3). 


.3333 


(0 • 


.0417 


(1) 


.1000 


(2) 


.1136 


(5) 


.0755 


X\ 
(24) 


Non-public, Catholic 
schoo 1 s 


.0427 


(33) 


.2059 


(7) 


.0625 


(1) 


.0500 


(2) 


.0227 


(1) 


.0734 


(8) 


.051? 


(52) 


Total 


.0422 


(271) 


.0711 


(49) 


.1000 


(35) 


.0771 


(126) f 


.0758 


(ftl) 


. 1072 


(115) 


.0632 


( 757) 

_ae — 



X 



O 
I 



Note; Pioportions represent the non-response rate within school type. The frequencies (in parenthesis) are the number of non-res ponding students 
within school lyyQ* 



223 



r 



224 



r 



Table 2C-10B 

I1S6.B Weighted Student Non-Reaponae Ratey by School Type, Cohort and Plan to Co to College 



School Type 



Next Year 



In 2 Years 



> 2 Years 



No 



Don' t 
Know 



Other/Unknown 



Total 



Sophomores 



Non-alternative, non- 
lily panic public schools 



( 

.0397 (44963) .0570 (18990) .0458 (2824) .0564 (21819) # .0513 (27666) ,1173 (95199) .0649 (211468) 



Non-alt ci nm ive t 

Hispanic public ochoola > .0585 (2357) 



Alternative schools 

Nun pub He, non- 
Cat hollo ochoola 

Non-publlc v Catholic 
schools 



.0671 (623) 
.0258 (1635) 
.0163 (2314) 



To t a I 



Non-alt erna l Ive 

Hispanic public schools .0440 (1691) 



Alternative schools 

Non publ 1 c , non- 
Cat ho 1 1 c schools 

Non-public, Catholic 

schoo 1 s "^^v 



-0427 (552) 
.0677 (3646) 
.0298 (3778) 



.0413 (486) .0140 (*5) 

.0529 (107) .237J (148) 

.0404 (480) .0000 (0) 

.0386 (801) .0178 (30) 



.0851 (674) 

.0512 (95) 

.0000 (0) 

.0430 ( 545) 



-0392 ( 769) 

.0491 (208) 

.0246 ( 355) 

.0265 (677) 



.1488 (5876) .0835 (10207) ^ 
.2332 (3479) .1415 (4659) 



.1603 (4084) ^j y2 ^ (6554) 
,1036 (2734) .0310 (7102) 



.0374 (51892) ' .0550 (20871) .0438 (3046) .0555 (23134) 



.0492 (29674) .1214 (111372) .0637 (239990) 

r- 



Seniors 



O 
I 

O 



Non -a I tor nut 1 vc t non- 

lllspanlc public schools .0333 ( 37960) .0606 (8957) 



.1013* (7130) .0766 (32426) 



.0398 (209) .0577 (134) 



.2690 ( 140) 
.2609 (1709) 
,J43iL (941) 



.0000 (0) 



♦1165 (1755) 
.0000 (0) 



-0662 (14770) 

-0542 (362) 
^0348 (27) 



.1371 (83503) .0707 ( 184746) 

.2005 ( 4 195) .0942 (8345) 
.1189 ( 1212) .0704 (1930) 



.0989 (125) .0819 * (570) 

.0475 (95) .0113 (148) 



.0507 (280) .1516 (4579) .1046 (10909) 

.0013 (16) .0908 (3637) .0430 (8615) 



Total 



.0347 (47626) '.0718 ( 11956) 



.0972 (7484) 



.0758 (34899) 



.0623 (15454) .1367 (97127) .0707 (214545) 



<* Note: Pflpportions represent the non-response rate within school type. The frequencies (In parenthesis) are the number of non-re«pondi ntf students 
within school type. 



225 



ft?** f »•■"> 



226 



Table 2C 11A 

IIS&B Student Hon response Ratan by School Type, Cohort nod Arc 



ifcbuu 1 t ype 



15 



16 



Nun-a) lt«r nat lvt* t nun - 
111 apatite public aclmola 

Noo -a 1 1 u nutl Ive, II ( opan I c 
public admuls 

Alluinalivo ocIiooIh 

Non pub lie, non-Ca I ho 1 t c 
u ( hoo 1 u 

Non-pub I J i :, Catholic 
schuola 



.1071 (3) 
.0000 (0) 



.0000 (0) 

' .0000 (0) 

.0909 (I) 

.0476 (!) 



17 



13 



19 



20 



21 



22 



> 23 



lit her /Unknown Total 



So phomqret) 



.0580 ('•) .0370 (347) .0467 ( 376) .0782 (68) .1091 (12) .0000 (0) .2500 (!) 



.0494 (58) 

.0300 (9) 

.0258 (12) 

.0259 (40) 



.0413 (49) .0948 (20) .0857 (3) .0000 (0) 
.07 72 (2 1 ) .084 2 (8) .0667 ( 1) .1250 (!) 



.0000 (0) 
.2000 (I) 



.030! ( 9) .0370 (I) -000 ( 0) 



.0318 ( 27) .0962 (5) .3333 (!) 



-1133 (2) 

.3333 (4) 
.0000 (0) 



-0000 (0) 



.1082 ( 359) .0536 ( 1172) 



.H31 (7rt) 
.1261 (30) 



.0681 (16) 
H 



To l al 



.0968 ( 3) .0451 (6) .0362 ( 466) .0452 (482) .0813 ( 102) .1037 ( 1 7) .0345 (I) . 1 538 (2) .1 714 (6) 



,111^(501) 



-0656 (212) 
.0745 (71) 



.1385 (18) .0439 (41) 



-0333 (90) 



.0534 ( 1586) 



O 
I 



Senior e 



Non - Al Luc nut 1 vv. „ oon- 
1(1 span tc public uchoulu 

Nun -a I lernal lvu . Hispanic 
pub I lc oc bool » 

Al I crnat I vo achuolb 

Non-pub 1 lc , non-Ca I bo 11c 
ochuuls 

Nun -public, Catholic 
achoulu 



-0667 (I) .0492 ( 3) .0421 ( 1 7 35 -0677 (223) .0838 ( 29) .0909 (4) \ - 1 07 1 (3) .1320 ( 1 18) .0630 (554) 



.0000 (0) ,0400 (I) .0599 (40) .0671 (45) .0654 (7) 
.0000 (0) , .0000 (0) .0833 ( 10) .0659 (6) .0000 (0) 

— --- t.1429 (I) ,0452 (7) .0794 (10) .0000 (0) 



.2222 (4) .0000 (0) 

.0000 (0) .0^09 (\) 



.0000 ( 1 ) 



.0000 (0) .0000 (0) .0497 (29) .0506 (18) .0009 ( I) .0000 (0) .0000 (0) 



.1184 (9) 

.148! (4) 

.2174 (5) 

.0851 (4) 



.0675 (106) 

.0729 (2|) 

.075^ (24) 

-0512 (5 2 ) 



Tulal 



.0526 ( 1) .0420 ( 5) .0459 (259) .0666 ( 302) .0758 ( 37) .1159 (8) .1042 ( 5) 



.1312 (140) 



Note: l'n>|»ii I lodfl- rtr|ir irsiotu tin; mm -rcf pewae riito uttKIn, school tyi><-'. The f reijucm-l ua (In pnr«n t lies I s) »ru rlie numbui of ii«n-i c»|><>i«Ui«R students ultliln arlmol <y|i''. 



.0f»J2 (7W) 



o 

ERIC 



22T- 



7? «*) r 



2?8 



Table 2C 11B 

HS&B Welfthto*! .Student Noii rcopou«« Ratea by School Type, Cohui t find Ak<; 



School type 



15 



16 



IJ 



18 



20 



21 



22 



> 23 



(K hot/Unknown Total 



Non alteniftt Ivc. Don 
Hispanic public mhoola 

Non -alt etna I Ive, 11} span t c 
publ tc sehoo la 

At tei native school a 

Won (uittl ic , non- Cat hoi 1c 
8 i hoo 1 B 

Non -publ I c , CotlioMc 
schools 



So phomot cq 



.1329 ( 560) .05)4 ( 562) .039 1 (51070) .0514 ( 58816) .0910 ( 1 1967) .1040 (1623) .0000 (0) .2426 ( 1 16) .1 781 (367) ..1 332 (86389) .0649(211468) 

.0000 (0) .0000 (0) .0506 (1930) .0403 (1613) .1200 (932) .1215 (154) .0000 (0) .0000 (0) .4260 "(131) .1614 (5446) .0835 (10207) 

.0000 (0) .0309 (236) .0848 (674) .0933 (287) *!078 (45) .2248 (45) .0989 (22) .0000 (0) .2595 (3351) .1415 (4659) 



.1428 (157) .0172 (1009) .0358 (1397) -0007 (4) .0000 (0) 



.0068 (5) .0202 (2719) .0291 (2lfll) .0213 (70) .2248 (4) 



.1931 (3987) .0525 (6554) 



-0000 (0) , 1 378 (»2!22) .0310 (7102) 



.1286 (560) -0543 (725) .0369(56964) .0495(64681) .0878(13258) .1046 (1826) .0157 (45) .1698 (137) .1934 (499) .1385(101295) .0637(239990) 



Non - Al t cvn at I ve , non - 
II it* pun I c public oilmolu 

Non -altt'iiiai Ive, lit k panic 
public schools 

Alternative schools 

Non public, non Cm ho I tc 
tic hoo 1 s 

Non 'public, Oil holt c 
octioo 1 s 



Seni ot h 



I 



.0277 (102) .0678 (871) .0389(44095) .0623(55624) .0859 (6101) .0496 (353) .2947 (1317) .1559(76284) .0707(184746) 

.0000 (0) .0495 (39) .0549 (1893) .0712 (2154) .0498 (242) .2103 (145) .0000 (0) .2229 (3871) .0942 (8345) 

.0000 (0) > .0000 (0) .0602 (510) .0419 (275) .0000 (0) .0000 (0) .0387 (40) .1185 ( I »06) ,0704 (1930) 

- .0870 ( 182) ,06)5 (2483) .0881 ( 3540) .0000 (0) .0000 ( 125) .2162 (4579) .1046 ( 10909) 

.0000 (0) .0000 (0) .0256 (2568) .0522 ( 3682) .0563 (105) .0000 (0) -0000 (0) .0887 (2261) / .04.30 (8615) 



Total — ■■ --- --- .0262 (102) .0596 ( 1092) .0392 ( 51*549) .0627 (65275) .0807 (6447) .0601 (499) .2510 (1482) . »566 (8»|0|) .0707 ( 214545) 

, : ^ 

Note: I't opoi t ions mpt ottcnit the iton-t euponuu rate within school type. The f requeue leu (la parenthesis) aru the mmher of nou-respondtuK students within school type. 
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APPENDIX 3 



ESTIMATES OF PROPORTIONS, STANDARD ERRORS, AND DESIGN EFFECTS 

Senior Cohort 



Note: Design effects and root design effects which round 
to 0,00 were not' used in* calculating means. The 
number of such design effects is given in the last 
line of each table. 
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SENIOR COHORT 
OOMAIN: ALL STUDENTS 
STATISTICS: FOLLOw-UP 





STATISTIC 


ESTIMATE 


SE 


DEFF 


DEFT 


PROP . 


PLANNING PROFESSIONAL CAKEEK 


0.260 


0 


.00b 


2 . 064 1 


1 .4367 


PROP . 


ABLE TO' FINISH COLLEGE 


0.867 


0 


.005 


v 2.3550 


1 .5346 


PROP . 


PLANNING TO FINISH COLLEGE 


0 .48b 


0 


.011 


4 .6123 


2. 1476 


PROP . 


SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 


0.b29 


0 


.011 


5.2913 


2.3003 


PROP. 


WHOSE MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 


0. 1 42 


0 


.009 


7 .1608 


2.6760 


PROP. 


WHO-St FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 


0 .227 


0 


.010 


5.9182 


2.4327 


PROP. 


MARRIED 


'0.107 


0 


.00b 


3,9&26 


1 . 990b 


PROP-. 


EXPECTING CHILD BY 25 


0.4»9 


0 


.010 


4 . 1022 


2.0254 


PROP . 


STARTED FIRST JOB 


'0.42u 


0 


.009 


3.4827 


1 .6662 


PROP . 


EXPECTING OwN PLACE BY 24 


0.91b 


0 


.004 


2.2032 


1 .4843 


PROP. 


COMPLETED FuLL TIME EDUC. 


0 . 136 


0 


.006 


3.1815 


1.7837 


PROP . 


WITH HANDICAP 


0.070 


0 


.003 


1 .4673 


1 ,219b 


PROP . 


"SUCCESS VERY IMPORTANT" 


0.a29 


0 


.005 


1.6900 


1.3746 


PROP . 


"MONEY NOT IMPORTANT" 


0.147 


0 


.004 


1 .3620 


1.16 71 


PROP . 


"COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP IMP" 


0 . 465 


0 


.007 


2. 0636 


1 .4435 


PROP . 


"INEQUALITY IMPORTANT" 


0.670 


0 


.007 


2. 3450 


1 .5313 


PROP . 


"LEISURE NOT IMPORT ANT " 


0.013 


0 


.001 


0.8024 


• 0.8957 


PROP . 


"GOOD LUCK MOKE IMPORTANT" 


O,.10JL 


0 


.004 


1 .8015 


1.3422 


PROP . 


"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS " 


o;2i7 


0 


.006 


2.1107 


1.4528 


PROP . 


"P-LANS NEVER WORK OUT.V 


0. 143 


0 


.005 


2. 0564 


1 .4347 


PROP. 


WITH NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF 


0.087 


0 


.004 


2.0851 


1 .4440 


PROP . 


WHO WAICH MOKE 1 HAN On£ HOUR OF TV 


0.778 


0 


.007 


* 3.1672 


1 .7797 


PROP. 


EXPECTING NO KIDS 


0.098 


0 


.004 


1 .8800 


1.371 1 


PROP. 


WITH SIBLINGS IN COLLEGE 


0.372 


0 


.007 


2.2442 


1 .4981 


PROP . 


WITH 2 OR MORE SI8S IN H.S. 


0.099 


0 


.003 


1 .0768 


1.0367 


PROP. 


HARD OF HEARING 


0.012 


0 


.001 


0.689b 


0.9432 


PROP . 


"PEOPLE GOOF AT WORK " 


0.1*82 


• 0 


.006 


1 . 9060 


1 .360b 


PROP. 


WHO PREFEK WORK to SChOOL 


0.513 


0 


.008 


2.01O7 


1.4180 


PROP . 


"JOB ENCOURAGES GOOD HABITS" 


0.858 


0 


.005 


1 . 8036 


1 .3430 


PROP. 


WIIH POSITIVt ATTITUDE TO SELF 


0.949 


0 


.003 


1.9226 ■ 


1.38ob 



MEAN 

STANDARD DEVIATION ' 

MEDIAN 

MINIMUM 

MAXIMUM 

RANGE 

NUMBER UF NONCOMPUT ABLt DEFFS= 



2.6421 
1 . 4993 
2. 084 3 
0.8024 
7.160b 
6.3564 



1.5714 
0.4227 

1 ./4 3 7 
0^.8957 

2 . 6 7 b 0 
1.7603 
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SENIOR COHOKT 
OOMAIN: ALL STUOENTS 
-STATISTICS: BASE YEAH 





staiistiq , 


ESTIMATE 


SE 


DEFF 


DEFT 


PROP. 


PLANNING PKOFESSIONAL CAREER 


0.269 


0.005 


- 1 


.3 898 


1 .1709 


PROP. 


ABLE TO FINISH COLLEGE 


0.O03 


0.005 


1 


.Mas 


1 .3207 


PROP. 


PLANNING TO FINISH COLLEGE 


0,457 


0.009 


3 


♦ 5460 


1.909m 


PROP. 


SATISFIED WITH. LESS THAN COLLEGE 


0.713 


0.009 


4 


.3291 


2.0807 


PROP. 


WHOSE MOTHER FI Nl SHED COLLEGE 


0. 148 


0.008 


4 


.9147 


2.21b9 


PROP. 


WHOSE FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE A 


0.245 


0.011 


5 


.4605 


> 2.33b« 


PROP . 


MARRIED y * J • 


0.010 


0.002 


4 


.299b 


k 2.0735 


PROP. 


EXPECTING CHILD BY 25 / 


0.523 


0.010 


4 


. 1 b 1 5 


2.0375 


PROP. 


STARTED FIRST JOB „ 1 


0.170 


0.005 


1 


. tib/9 


1 .3bb7 


PRUP. 


EXPECTING OWN PLACE B Y 24 / 


• 0.91*3 


U . 004 


2 


.1230 


1 .4570 


PROP. 


COMPLETED FULL TIME EDUC. 


0.013 


0.001 


0 


.8443 


0 . 9189 


PROP. 


WITH HANDICAP 


0 .054 


0.003 


1 


.9320 


1 .3900 


PROP . 


"SUCCESS VERY IMPORTANT" 


O.ttBO 


o . o o 4* 


'1 


.6952 


1 .3o20 


PROP. 


"MONEY NOT IMPORTANT" 


0. 1 lb 


0 .005 


2 


.7098 


1 .64b2i 


PROP . 


"COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP IMP" * 


0.510 


0.008 


2 


.8150 


1 .6776 


PROP . 


"INEQUALITY IMPORTANT" , 


^0.610 


O.OOd 


2 


.9694 


1 .7232 


PROP ♦ 


"LEISURE NOT IMPORTANT" 


0. 021 


0,002 


2 


. 1 837 


1 .4777 


PROP. 


"GOOD LUCK MORE IMPORTANT" , 


0.121 


0-.004 


1 


.5729 


1 .2*>4l 


PRO.P. 


"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" 


0.23b 


0.007 


2 


.7630 


1 .6622 


PROP. 


"PLANS NEVER „w.ORK OuT" 


0.168 


0.006 


2 


.4337 


1 .5600 


PROP. 


WITH NOT MOCH TO BE PROUD OF 


0 . 1 10 


0 .005 


2 


,5o33 


1 .6010 


PROP . 


WHO WATCH MURE THAN ONE HOUR OF TV 


0.848 


0.006 


3 


.1502 


1.7749 


PROP. 


EXPECTING NU KIDS 


0.098 


0.005 


3 


. 0374 


1 .7428 


PROP. 


WITH SIBLINGS IN COLLEGE 


0.314 


0.007 


2 


.4426 


1*5629 


PWOP. 


wITh 2 OR MORE SIBS IN H.S. 


0.141 


0.005 


2 


.2215 


1 .4905 


PHOP. 


HARO OF HEARING 


0.018 


0.002 


2.4043 


1 .5506 


PROP. 


"PEUPLE GOOF AT WORK" 


0*. 169 


0.005 


1 


. 6o65 


1 .2909 


PROP. 


WHO PREFER WORK 10 SCHUOL 


0.515 


. 0.007 


1 


.8496 


1 .3600 


PROP. 


"Job encourages good habits" 


0.787 


0.006 


2 


.1037 


1 .4504 


PROP. 


WITH POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 


0.908 


0 .006 


a 


,56ao 


2.1 364 



MEAN 

STANOARD DEVIATION * 
MEDIAN 

MINIMUM . " 

MAXIMUM 

RANGE 

NUMBER OF NONCOMPUT ABLE UEFFS- 0 



2.7283 1.6183 

1.136a 0.3361 

2.4381 1.5614 

0.8443 0.9109 

5.4605 2.33bb 

4.6162 1.4179 
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senior cohort 
domain: all students 
statistics: change 





STATISTIC ■■ 


ESTIMATE 


SE 


OEFF 


DEFT 


PROP . 


PLANNING PROFESSIONAL CAREER 


-0 


.010 


0.006 


1 .394'tt 


1 


« 

.1610 


PROP. 


ABLE TO FINISH COLLEGE 


0 


. Obb 


0.006 


2.3539 


1 


.5343 


PROP, 


PLANNING TO FINISH COLLEGE 


-0 


.005 


0.00b 


1 .99tt4 


1 


.4136 


PROP. 


SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 


-0 


.079 


0.006 


1 . 7 2l) 2 


1 


.3116 


PROP . 


WHOSE MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE*"^ 


-0 


.001 


0.004 


2.9678 


1 


.7265 


PROP. 


WHOSE FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 


0 


.002 


0.004 


2.894a 


1 


.7013 


PROP. 


MARRIED 


0 


.095 


0.005 


2 .6759 


1 


.6353 


PROP . 


EXPECTING CHILD BY 25 


-0 


. 032 


0.007 


1 .4333 


1 


.1972 


PROP. 


STARTED FIRST JOB v 


0 


.247 


0.008 


1 .9769 


1 


.4060 


PROP. 


EXPECUnG UwN PLACE BY 2a 


0 


.003 


0.006 


' 2.6899 . 


1 


.6401 


PROP. 


COMPLETED FULL TIME EDUC. 


0 


.lib 


0.005 


1 .9492 


1 


.3961 


PROP. 


WITH HANDICAP 


0 


.015 


0 .U05 


2 .4347 


1 


.5"604 


PROP. 


"SUCCESS VERY IMPORTANT" 


-0 


.047 


0.007 


2.6132 


1 


.6165 


PROP. 


"MONEY NOT IMPORTANT" 


0 


.030 


0.008 


4.17 80 


2 


.0440 


PROP. 


"COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP IMP M 


•0 


.040 


0 . 0 0 8 " 


2 . 1547 


1 


.4679 


PROP. 


"INEQUALITY IMPORTANT" 


0 


.062 


0.010 


2.9150 / 


1 


.7073 


PROP. 


"LEISURE NOT IMPORTANT" 


-0 


.009 


0.002 


1 .4078 J 


1 


.1665 


PROP. 


"GOOD LUCK MORE IMPORTANT" 


-0 


.022 


0.-005 


1 .5875 


1 


.2600 


PROP. 


"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" 


-0 


. 026 


0.008 


2.31b4 


1 


.5220 


PROP. 


"Plans nevek work out" 


-0 


.047 


0.006 


1 .57B0 


1 


.256 2 


PROP . 


WITH NOT MUCH TO 8E PROUD OF 


-0 


u029 


0.005 


1.5198 


1 


.2328 


PROP. 


WHO WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR "OF TV 


-0 


1071 


0,007 


2.2073 


1 




PROP. 


EXPECTING NO KIDS 


-6 


. v, o o 4 


0.005 


1.9783 


1 


.4065 ' 


PROP. 


WITH SIBLINGS IN COLLEGE 


0 


.067 


0.010 


3 3226 


1 


.6229 


PROP. 


WITH 2 OR MORE SIBS IN H.S. 


-0 


.043 * 


0.005 


1 .8439 


1 


.3579 


PROP . 


HARD OF HEARING 


-0 


.00b 


0.002 


2.0603 


1 


.4354 


PtfOP. 


"PEOPLE GOUF AT wOKrs" 


0 


.015 


0 . 0 00 


.1 .6933 


1 


.3013 


PRUP. 


WHO PKEFEW WORK TU SCHOOL 


-0 


.010 


0.0 10 


1 .6529 


T 


.2856 


PROP. 


"JOB ENCOURAGES GOOD HABITS" 


0 


.060 


0.008 


1 .8922^ 


1 


.3756 


PKOP. 


WITH POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 


0 


.043 


0.005 


2.4148 


1 


.5540 


MEAN 










2.1948 


1 


.4675 


STANDARD DEVIATION 








0 .6401 




.2070 


MEDIAN 






''4 




2.0293 


I 


.4245 


MINIMUM 








1 .394ti 


1 


.1810 


MAXIMUM 4 








4.1760 


2 


.0440 


RANGE 










2.7832 


0 


.8630 



NUMBER OF NONCOMPU1 ABLE Df?FFS= 0 



\ 
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SENIOH COHORT 

OOMAIN: RACE WHITE AND OTHER 
STATISTICS: FOLLOw^UP 



STATISTIC 



ESTIMATE 



PROP. 
PROP . 
PROP. 
PROP. 
PROP. 
PROP. 
PROP. 
PROP. 
PROP. 
PROP. 
PROP. 
PROP. 
PROP. 
PKOP. 
PROP. 
PROP. 
PROP. 
PROP. 

PROP. 
PROP. 
PROP. 
PROP. 
PROP. 
PROP. 
PROP. 
PkOP. 
PROP. 
PROP. 
PROP. 



PLANNING PROFESSIONAL CAREER 
ABLE TO FINISH COLLEGE 
PLANNING TO FINISH CULLEGE 
SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 
,WHOSE MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 
WHOSE FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 
MARRIED "* 
EXPECTING CHILD BY 25 
STARTED FIRST JOb 
EXPECTING Own PLACE BY 24 
COMPLETED FULL TIME EDUC. 
WITH HANDICAP 
"SUCCESS VE*Y IMPORTANT" 
"MONEY NOT IMPORTANT" 
"COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP IMP". 
"INEQUALITY IMPORTANT" 
"LEISURE NOT IMPORTANT" 
"GOOD LOCK MORE IMPORTANT" 
"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" 
"Plans never work out" 
with n01 much to be proud of 

WHO WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR OF TV 
EXPECTING NO KIDS 
WITH SIBLINGS IN COLLEGE 
WITH 2 *QR MORE SIBS IN H.S. 
HARO OF HEARING* 
"PEOPLE GOOF AT WORK" 
WHO PREFER WORK TO SCHOOL 
"JOB ENCOURAGES GOOD HABITS" 
WITH POSITIVE ATTITUDE 10 SELF 




SE 

0.008 
0.006 
0.012 
0.012 
' 0.011 
0.012 
0.006 
6.012 
0,011 
0.005 
0^006 
Q.004 
0.006 
0.005 
0 .008 
0.009 
0.001 
0. 0 0« 
0*006 
0.005 
0.004 
0 .008 
0.005 
0.007 
0.004 
0.002 
0.007 
0.009 
0.006 
0.004 



OEFF 

1 .8607 
1 .8999 
2.8282 
3.2102 
5.20U7 
4.2145 
1 .9621 
3.Q659" 
2.8954 
2.0174 
1 .6039 
1 .4555 
1 .3442 

1 . 0583 
1 .4230 
1 .9502 
0 .5480 
1 .1308 

2. 13bi 
1 .2521 
1 .2292 
1 .997b 
1 .5034 
1 . lbS9 
1 . 0889 
1 .8952 
1 .4067 
1.4107 
1 .348b 
1.7114 



DEFT 

1 .3641 
1 .3784 
1.6817 
1.7917 

2.2805 
2.05291 
1 .40 0^1 
1 .7510 ' 
1.64 1b 
1 .4204 
1 .26b5 
1 .2064 
1 .1594 
1 .0267 
1 .1929 
1.3965 

0 .7403 

1 .063M ^ 
1 .4blb 

1 .1190 
1 .1087 
1 .41 3M 
1 .2261 
1 .0798' 
1 .0435 
1 ,37b7 
1.1860 
1.1877 
1.1613 
1 .3082 



MEAN 

STANDARD DEVIATION 

MEDIAN 

MINIMUM 

MAXIMUM 

RANGE 

NUMBER OF NONCOMPUT ABLE UEFPS= 



1 .9205 
0.?807 
1 .6576 
0.5480 
5.2007 
4.6527 



1 .3496 

0 .3200 
1.2873 
0.7403 
2.260b 

1 .5402 
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(ERIC 



SENIOR COHORT . " 

DOMAIN: RACE WHITE AND OTHER 
STATISTICS: BASE! YEAR 



statistic 

prop. pTanning professional' career 

prop. able to finish college 

prop. planning to finish college 

prop. satisfied with less than college 

PROP. WHOSE MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 

PROP. WHOSE FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 

PROP. ^MARRIED 

PROP. EXPECTING CHILD BY 25 

PROP. STARTED FIRST JOB 

PROP. EXPECTING OwN PLACE BY 24 

PROP. COMPLETED FULL TIME EDUC. 

PROP. WITH HANDICAP 

PROP. "SUCCESS VERY IMPORTANT" 

PROP. "MONEY NOT IMPORTANT" 

PROP. "COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP ImP" 

•prop. "inequality important" 

prop. "leisure not important" 

prop. "good luck more important" 

prop, "someone Prevents success" 

prop. "pla-ns never work out " 

prop. with not much to be proud of 

prop. who watch mure than one hour of tv 

prop. expecting no kids 

prop. with siblings in college 

prop. with 2 or more sibs in h.s. 

PROP. HARO OF HEARING 

PROP. "PEOPLE GOOF A.T WORK " 

PROP. WHO PREFER WORK TU SCHOOL 

PROP. "JOB ENCOURAGES GOOD HABITS" 

PROP. WITH POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 



ESTIMATE 


SE 


DEFF 


DEFT 


0.272 


0.007 


1 .3565 


1.164 7 


0.815 


0 .006 


1.3322 


1 .1542 


0.467 


0.011 


2.7062 


1 .6450 


0.709 


0.011 


3.2576 


1 .8049 


0. 159 


0.009 


3.0791 


1 .7547 


0.268 


0.012 


3 ,a262 


1 .851 0 


0.010 


0.002 


2.231$ 


1.4938 


0.515 


0*.0 12 


3.0577 


1 .7486 


0.175 


0 .006 


1.3a45 


1 .1595 


0.922 


0.004 


1 .213b 


1.10 16 


0.010 


0.002 


2.2734 


1 .5078 


0. 046 


0.004 


1.944a 


1 .3944 


0.877 


0 .005 


1.3001 


1.1402 


0. 124 


0.006 


1 .8623 


1 .3647 


0.493 ' 


0.010 


2.2300 


1 .4933 


0.582 


0.010 


2.2986 


1.5161 


0.016 


0.002 


1 .3921 


1 . 1 799 


0. 097 


0.004 


0.975a 


0 .9t>76 


0.216 


0.008 


1 .9588 


1 .3996 


...0. 167 


0.007 


1.37 15 


1 .3660 


0.104 


0.006 


2.07 19 


1 .439a 


0.838 


0.007 


2.0365 


1.4271 


0.101 


0.005 


1 .5041 


1 .22b4 


0.311 


' 0.U08 


1 .6455 


1 .2828 


0. 129' 


0.006 


1 .7b5l 


1 .3286 


0.018 


0.003 


'2.6961 


1 .6a20 


0.170 


0 . 006 


1 .2755 


1 .129a 


0.£32 


0.009 


1.6382 


1 .2799 


0.78U 


0.007 


1 .4556 


A .2065 


0.903 


0.006 


2.20O1 


1 ,as33 



( MEAN 

STANDARD DEVIATION 

MEDIAN 

MINIMUM 

MAXIMUM 

RANGE 

NUMBER OF NO N COMPUTABLE DEFF 5 

y 



- o 



1 .9800 

0 .6545 

1 .9079 
0 ,975a 
3.a262 
2.a508 



c 7 



1 .3892 
0.2279 
1 .3812 

0 ,9876 

1 .8510 
0 .8634 
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-A3-6- 



SENIOR COHORT 

DOMAIN; RACE WHITE AND OThEK 
STATISTICS ! CHANGE 



PROP. 
PROP, 
PROP. 
PROP. 
PROP. 
PROP. 
PROP . 
PROP. 
PROP . 
PROP. 
PROP. 
P-ROP. 
PROP. 
PROP . 
PROP. 
#ROP. 
PROP. 
PROP. 
PROP . 
PROP . 
PROP . 
PROP. 
PROP. 
PROP. 
RROP. 
PROP. 
PROP . 
PROP. 
PROP. 
PROP. 



STATISTIC 

PLANNING PROFESSIONAL CAREER 
ABLE TO FINISH COLLEGE 
PLANNING TO FINISH .COLLEGE 
SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 
WHOSE MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 
WHOSE FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 
MARRIED 

EXPECTING CHILD BY 25 

STARTED FIRST JOB 

EXPECTING OwN PLACE BY 2a 

COMPLETED FULL TIME EDUC. 

WITH HANDICAP 

"SUCCESS VERY IMPORTANT" 

"MONEY NO f IMPORTANT" 

"COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP IMP" 

"INEQUALITY IMPORTANT" 

"LEISURE NOT IMPORTANT" 

"GOOD LUCK MORE IMPORT AN f " 

"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" 

"PLANS NEVER WORK OUT H 

WITH NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF 

WHO WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR OF TV 

EXPECTING NO KIDS 

WITH SIBLINGS IN COLLEGE 

WITH 2 OR MORE SIBS I N H.S. 

HARD OF HEARING . ' - 

"PEOPLE GOOF AT WORK " 

WHO PKEFEK WORK 10 SCHOOL 

"JOB ENCOURAGES GOOD HAblTS" 

wUH POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 



ESTIMATE 



SE 

0 .008 
0 . 007 
0 . 008 
0.007 
0.005 
0 . 004 
0.006 
0.009 
0.0 10 
0^07 

0 .006 
0 .008 
0 .009 
0.009 
0.011 
0 .003 
0.006 
0 .009 
0.007 
0 .006 
0 .008 
0 .006 
0.011 
0 .006 
0.003 
0.009 
0.012 
0.009 
0.006 



DEFF - 

1 .2 7-3 a 
1.7722 
1.9301 
1 .2661 
2.5261 
1 . 7279 
1 .9239 
1 .2335 
1 .6204 
2.096a 
1 .4569 
L.9799 
1 .6951 
2.b251 
1 .4380 
1.7 52 0 
2.0b24 
1 .3466 
1 .6074 
1 .2077 
1 .2219 

1 .3840 
1 .4610 
2.1178 
1 . 4496 
2.3974 
1 .2317 
1 .3795 
1 .3052 
1.7115 



DEFT 

1 ,12&b — 
1 .3313 
1 .3693 
1.1252 
1 .589q 

1.3145 
1 .3870 
1 . 1 lOfo 
1 .2730 
1.4479 
1.2070 
1.407 1 
1.3019 
1 .6202 
1 .1992 
1 .323b 
1 .4326 
1 .1604 
1 .2678 
1 .0990 
1 . 1 054 
1 . 176a 
1.2087 
1.4553 > 
1.2040 
1^.5483 
1 . 1 098 
V. 17«5 
1 .1425 
1.3082 



MEAN 

STANDARD DEVIATION 

MEDIAN 

MINIMUM 

MA X I MUM 

RANGE * 

• NUMBER OF NONCUMPUT ABLt UEFFS = 



1 .6730 
0.4014 
1 .6139 
1 .2077 
2.6251 
1.4174 



1 .2850 
.150b 
1 .2704 
1 . 0990 
1 .6202 
0.5212 
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-A3-7- 



SENIOR COHORT 
DOMAIN: RACE BLAC^ 
STATISTICS: fOLLUw-UP 





STATISTIC 


ESTIMATE 


\ SE 


DEFF 


„DEF T 


PRQP>. 


PLANNING PS QF£S3JLQ1JAL CA REEK ' 


0.263 


A 
0 


A i "i 


- 1 .9788 


\ .4067 


PROP. 


ABLE TO FINISH COLLEGE 


O.SbO 


A 

o 


A 1 "} 

• 01c 


3. 1346 


1.7705 


PROP . 


PLANNING Tu FINISH COLLEGE 


0.468 


A 
U 


A 1 U 

♦ 0 1 o 


2.9968 


1.7311 


PROP. 


SATISFIED WITH LESS THAJ^COLLEGE 


0.615 


. 0 


A 1 7 

• 01/ 


3.0349 


1 .7421 


PROP/. 


WHOSE MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 


0.112 


A 

0 


m ■ 4 4 

• Oil 


3. 1224 


1 . 7670 


PROP. 


WHOSE FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 


0.100 


A 

0 


A 1 A 

•a) 1 0 


2.5590 


1 .5997 


PROP . 


MARRI'ED 


0.061 


A 

0 


A A Q 

• 0 0 o 


2.813b , 


1.6774 


PROP. 


EXPECTING CHILD BY 25 


0.595 


A 


• 0 1 o 


2.6118 


1 . 6 l6"fc 


PROP. 


STARTED FIRST J 06 


O.360 


A 

u 


A 1 C 

« 0 1 0 


2.4457 


' 1 .5839 


PROP. 


EXPECTING Own PLACE BY 2a 


0.bb3 


A 

u 


All 
• Oil 


2.6024 


1 .6132 


PROP. 


COMPLETED FULL TIME EDUC. 


J 0.091 


A 

u 


A 1 A 

• 010 


3.03/0 


1 .7427 


PROP. 


WITH HANDICAP 


0.093 


A 

\ 0 


A A Q 

• 0 Q V 


2.4580 


1 . 5b7w 


PROP. 


"SUCCESS VERY IMPORTANT" ' 


0.891 


\) 


A 1 A 

• 010 


2.6398 


1 .6247 


PROP. 


"MONEY NOT IMPORTANT " 


0.113 


0 


.012 


3 . 6b54 


1.9145 


PROP. 


"COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP IMP" 


0.56b 


u 


.013 


"1 . 7285 


1 .3147 


PROP. 


"INEQUALITY IMPORTANT" 


0.801 


0 


.013 


2.6b40 


1 .6322 


PROP. 


"LEISURE NOT IMPORTANT" 


0.028 


0 


.006 


3.3144 


1 .6205 


PROP. - 


"GOOD LUCK MORE IMPORTANT" 


0.200 


0 


.017 


4.3282 


2.0804 


PROP M 


"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" 


0.344 


' 0 


.017 ' 


3. 0299 


1.7407 


PROP.* 


'"PLANS NEVER WORK OUT" 


0*252 


0 


.013 


2.1218 


1 .4586 


PROP. 


WITH NOT MUCH*TO BE PROUD OF 


0.12b 


0 


.010 


2.2351 


1 .4950 


PROP, 


WHO WATCH MURE THAN ONE HOUR OF TV 


0.881 


0 


.010 


2.5605 


1 .6064 


PROP. 


EXPECTING NO KIDS 


0.101 


0 


.006 


1 . 74b0 


1 .3213 


PROP. 


WITH SIBLINGS IN COLLEGE 


0.398 


0 


.017 


3.0795 


1 .7548 


PROP. 


WITH 2 OH MOKE SIBS IN> H.S. 


0.148 


0 


.008 . 


1 .2972 


1 .1390 


PROP. 


HARD OF HEARING * 


0.012 


0 


.005 


5.4830 


2.341b 


PROP. 


" PEOPLE GOOF AT WORK" 


0. 167 


0 


.011 


1 . 45b0 


1 .20bb 


PRQP. 


WHO PREFER WORK 10 3CH0UL 


0.391 


0 


.016 ' 


1.80 JO 


1 .3420 


P*ROP. 


"JOB ENCOUKAGES GOOD HABITS" 


0.878 


0 


.011 


2.1804 


1 .4766 


PROP. 


WITH POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 


0.963 


0 


.008 


4. 4633 


2.1127 



MEAN 

STANDARD DEVIATION 

MEDIAN 

MINIMUM 

MAXIMUM 

RANGE 

NUMBER OF NONCOMPUTABLE DEFFSr 



2.7536 
0.8978 
2.b258 
1 .2972 
5.4830 
4. 1858 



1 .6,393 
0.2620 
1 .6204 
1 .1390 
2.341b 
1 ,202b 
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-A3-8- 



SENIOR COHOWT 
DOMAIN: RACE BLACK 
STATISTICS: BASE YEAR 





STATISTIC 


ESTIMATE 


SE 


DEFF 


DEFT 


PROP, 


PLANNING PROFESSIONAL CAREER 


0 .260 


. ^.009 


1.0953 


1 


. 046b 


PROP. 


ABLE TO FINISH COLLEGE 


0.811 


' 0.011 


2. 1 126 


1 


.4535 


PROP. 


PLANNING TO FINISH CULLEGE 


0 .49^ 


0.013 


1 .8850 


1 


.3730 


PROP. 


SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 


0.671 


' 0.013 


2.0243 


1 


,4228 


PROP. 


WHOSE MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 


0.120 


0.009 


1 .7331, 


1 


.3lb5 


PROP. 


WHOSE FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 


0 .138 


0.011 


1 .6504 


1 


.2847 


PROP. 


MARRIED 


0.006 


0.002 


1.624q 


1 


.2745 


PROP. 


EXPECTING CHILD BY 25 


0.5^9 


0.0 14 


1 ,957b 


1 


.3991 


PROP. 


STARTED FfRSX JOb 


0 . 136 


0.008 


1 .357b 


1 


.1652 


PROP. 


EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 2a 


0 .856 


0.006 


0 .7 3b0 


0 


.857 9* 


PROP.. 


COMPLETED FULL TIME EDUC. 


0.019 


0.003 


1 . 1990 


1 


.0950 


PROP. 


WITH HANDICAP 


0 .076 


0.006 


1 .3867 


1 .*177 6 


PROP. 


SUCCESS VERY IMPORTANT" 


' 0 .909 


0.007 


1 .63L9 


1 


.2774 


PROP, 


M MONEY NOT IMPORTANT" 


0.475 


0 . 0 Vb 


1.4101 


1 


. 1675 


PROP . 


"COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP .IMP" 


0 .595 


0.012 


1 .5957 


1 


.2b32 


PROP. 


"INEuCfALlTY IMPORTANT" 


0.771 


0„009 


1 .2382 


1 


.1127 


PROP. 


"LEISURE NOT IMPORTANT " 


0 .034 


0.005 


2.0809 


1 


.4425 


P-ROP. 


"GOOD LUCK MURE IMPORTANT" 


0.227 


0.012 


2.04b6 


1 


.430b 


PROP. 


"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" 


0 .324 


0.013 


1.8892 


1 


.3745 


PROP. 


"PLANS NEVER WORK OUT" 


0 .261 


' 0.013 


2.1530 


1 


. 4673 


PROP. 


WITH NUT MUCH TO' BE PROUD UF ' 


0.151 


0.008 


1 .2827 


1 


.1326 


PROP. 


WHO WATCH MURE THAN ONE HOUR OF TV 


0.905 


0.0 10 


3.2669 


1 


.8075 


PROP . 


EXPECTING NO KIDS 


0.093 


0.010 


3.0996 


1 


. 7b0h 


PROP. 


WITH SIBLINGS IN COLLEGE 


0.357 


0.008 


0.7143 


0 


.8451 


PROP. 


WITH 2 OR MORE SIBS IN H.S. 


0.206 


0.010 


1 .5706 


1 


.2533 


PROP. 


HARD OF HEARING 


0.014 


0.003 


1.7677 


1 


.3296 


PROP. 


"PEOPLE GOOF AT WORK " •~ 


0. lo3 


0.007 


0 .7667 


0 


. 8756 


PROP . 


WHO PREFER WURK TO SCHOOL 


0 .396 


0.O13 


1 .5224 


1 


.2339 


PROP. 


"JOB ENCOURAGES GOOD HABITS" 


0 .824 


0.008 


1 .0274 


1 


.0136 


PROP. 


WITH PUSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 


0.948 


0.006 


1 .9182 


1 


.3850 



MEAN 

STANDARD DEVIATION 

MEDIAN 

MINIMUM 

MAXIMUM 

RANGE 

NUMBER OF NUN COMPUTABLE, DEFFS 



\ 



l.b58l 
0 .5642 
1 .6281 
fl.7143 
3.2669 
2.5526 




. x 2686 
0.2246 
1.2759 
0.8451 
1.8075 
0.9b24 



= 0 
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-A3- 9- 



SENIOR COHORT 

domain: race black 
statistics: change 



STATISTIC 



•J 



X 



PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PHOP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 



PLANNING PROFESSIONAL CAREER 
ABLE TO FINISH COLLEGE , 
PLANNING TO FINISH COLLEGE 
SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 
WHOSE MOTHER FINISHER COLLEGE 
WHOSE FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 
MARRIED 

EXPECTING CHILD BY 25 

STARTED FIRST JOB J 

EXPECTING Own PLACE BY 2a 

COMPLETED FULL TIME EDUC. 

WITH HANDICAP 

"SUCCESS VERY IMPORTANT* 

-MONEY NOT IMPORTANT" 

"COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP IMP" 

"INEQUALITY IMPORTANT" 

"LEISURE NOT IMPORTANT " 

"GOOD LUCK V MORE IMPORTANT" 

"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" 

"PLANS NEVER WORK OUT" 

WITH NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF 

WHO wATCH MOKE THAN ONE HOUR UF TV 

EXPECTING NO KIDS 

WITH SIBLINGS IN COLLEGE 

WITH 2 OR MOKE SIBS IN H.S. 

HARD OF HEARING « 

"PEOPLE GOOF AT WORK" 

WHO PKEFEW WORK TO SCHUOL 

"JOB ENCOURAGES GOOD HABITS" 

WITH POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 



ESTIMATE 

-0,007 
0,055 
-0.0a2 
-0 .066 
-0^003 
-0.017 
0. 056 

o.oai 

0.213 
0.009 
0.061 
0.025 

-0.021 
0.0 3d 

-0.038 
0.023 

-0.007 

-o.oaa 

-0.-014 
-0.033 
-0.030 
-0.027 
0.009 
0.049 
-0.049 
-0.003 
0*008 

-0 1 o l a 

0.042 
0. 020 



SE 

0 

0, 
0 

0, 
0 
0 
0 
0 
'0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0, 
0, 
0 
0 
0, 
0 
0 
0 
0, 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 



o i a 
on 

014 

oia 

006 
009 
006 
010 
016 
008 
008 
008 
012 
008 
013 
o l a 

007 
012 
017 
Oil 
010 
012 
009 
014 
010 
003 
017 
021 
o l a 

007 



DEFF * 

1 .6137 
1 .569a 
1 .9315 
1 .6tta9 
1 .1731 
2.0607 
1 .3815 
0.b925 
1 .8915 
0 .7a66 
1 .5321 
1 .0449' 
2.4075 
1.2075 
1 .2279 
1.8072 
2.27fa5 
1 .3783 
1 .8560 

0 . 9369 
1 .139b 
2.392a 
1 .557a 
1 .427 j 
1 .3798 

1 . a7bb 
1 . a7b0 
1 . 39b5 
1 .2bb9 
1 .8a32 



OEFT 



1.2703 
1 .2b07 
1 .3898 
1 .2980 
1 .0831 
1 .4425 
1.1754 
0.8322 
1.3753 

0 .86a 1 
1 .2378 
1.0222 

.551b 
.0989 
. 1 061 
.3a43 
1 .5088 

1 .1740 
3624 
9b79 
0675 
54ba 

1 .2a79 

1 .194b 
1.1747 
1 .2152 
1 .2149 
1 . 1 tt 1 7. 
1 .125b 
1 .357b 



MEAN 

STANDARD DEVIATION 

MEDIAN 

MINIMUM 

MAXIMUM' 

RANGE " v " 
NUMBER OF NONCUMPUT ABLE D E F F S : 



1 .5272 

0 . a367 

1 . a763 
0.6925 
2.4075 
1 .7 150 



1.2231 
0. 1795 
1 .2150 
0.8322 
1 .5516 
0.719a 
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-A3- 10- 



SENIOR COHORT 

DOMAIN: RACE HISPANIC 

STATISTICS: FOLLOW-UP 





STATISTIC 


ESTIMATE 


SE 


OEFF 


DEFT 


PROP . 


PLANNING PRuFESSIONAL CAREER 


0.217 


0.017 


4 .b083 


c 


• 1 4t> / 


PROP .... 


ABLE TO FINISH CQLL.EGE. 


0.7 67 


0.017 


4 .2749, 


d 


• Ob / b 


PROP . 


PLANNING TO FINISH COLLEGE y 


0 .360 


0 .01 8 


3.237 0 


1 


7 O Q O 


PROP . 


SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 


0.723 


0.016 


3. 151U 


1 


• 7 f b 1 


PROP, 


WHOSE MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 


0.071 


0.013 


b.6770 


d 


C U /I A 

• 5tf 4 0 


PROP ♦ 


WHOSE FATHER FINISHED CwLe'GE 


0.109 


0.010 


2.5938 


■ 
1 




PROP. 


MARRIED W -. 


0.118 - 


0.011 


2.961 1 


1 




PROP . 


EXPECTING CHILD BY 25 


0.545 


0.017 


2.9021 


■ 

1 


7 It 7 w 


PROP. 


STARTED FIRST J06 


0.433 


0.016 


3.3254 


4 
1 


• 8236 


PROP . 


EXPECTING Own PLACE BY 24 


0 .887 


0.010 


2.539b 


1 




PROP . 


COMPLETED FULL TIME EDUC. 


0.151 


0.016 


4.9465 


d 


TO/11 

• dd 1 * I 


PROP . 


WITH HANDICAP 


0 . 061 


0.008 


2.243t) 


1 


/IQ7 7 


PROP . 


"SUCCESS VERY IMPORTANT" 


0.851 


0.016 


'5.2451 


d 


O Ck f\ 3 


PROP . 


"MONEY NOT IMPORTANT" 


0.119 


0.014 


4.8631 


2 


n A L 7 

- dO -3 3 


PROP . 


"COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP IMP" 


0.499 


0.019 


3.7082 


1 


• 9257 


PROP. 


"1NEUUALITY IMPORTANT" 


0.726 


0.018 


4. lo72 


c 


A /i 1 )\ 

♦ 0 4 1 4 


PROP . 


"LEISURE NOT IMPORTANT" 


0.025 


6.006 


3.8748 


1 


• 9btia 


PROP . 


"GOOO LUCK MORE IMPORTANT" - 


0*145 


0.014 


3.854 9 


4 
1 


a l. ~Z /i 

• 9634 


PROP. 


"SOMEONE 'PREVENTS SUCCESS" r 


0.283 


0.016 


3.0314 


1 
1 


"7/111 

• 7411 


PROP . 


"PLANS NEVER WORK OUT" 


0.216 


0.015 


3. 1948 


4 
1 


7 fl 7 /i ' 

•-78 I $ 


PROP . 


WITH NOT MUCH TO BE PROUO OF 


0.137 


0.012 


.3.0083 


* 

1 


7 7/i /i 


PROP. 


WHO WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR OF TV 


0.850 


0.012 


2.7802 


4 
1 


/ / 7 /i 


PROP . 


EXPECTING NO KIDS 


0.074 


0.006 


1.3017 


1 


1 /i A (1 

• 1 4 0 -9 


PROP . 


WITH SIBLINGS IN COLLEGE 


0.323 


0.020 


4.6709" 


2 


.1612 


PROP . 


WITH 2 OR MORE SIBS IN H.S. 


0. 122 


0.012 


3.4572 


1 


.859a 


PROP . 


HARD OF HEARING 


0.016 


0.004 


2.6327 


1 


. 6226 


PROP . 


"PEOPLE GOOF AT WORK" 


0.145 


0.013 


2.50btf 


1 


.5833 


PROP . 


WHO PREFER WORK TO SCHOOL 


0.504 


0.020 


2.9314 


1 


.7121 


PROP . 


"JOB ENCOURAGES GOOD HABITS" 


0.911 


0.009 


2.0914 


1 


. 4462 


PROP . 


WITH POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 


0.950 


0.008 


3.3544 

> • 


1 


.8315 


MEAN 


i 






3.4718 


1 


.841 1 


STANDARD DEVIATION 






1 .1012 


0 


.2913 


MEDIAN 








3.2159 


1 


.7 9*33 


MINIMUM 






1 .3017 


' 1 


.1409 


MAXIMUM 






b.b770 


2 


. 5840 


RANGE 








5.3 7 53 ' 


1 


.4431 



NUMBER OF NUNCUMPU1 ABLE D E F F S = 0 
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-A3-11- 



SENIOR COHORI 

DOMAIN: RACE hISPaimIC 

STATISTICS: BASE YEAR 



PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 



STATISTIC 

PLANNING PROFESSIONAL CAREER 
ABLE TO FINISH COLLEGE 
PLANNING TO FINISH COLLEGE 
SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 
WHOSE MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 
WHOSE FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 
MARRIED 

EXPECTING CHILD BY 25 
STA/RTED FIRST JOB 
EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 2a 
COMPLETED FOLL TIME EDUC. 
Wlfn MANDICAP 

"success very important" 
"money not important" 
-community leadership imp" 
" ijnequali t y important" 
"ljeisure not important" 
"Good luck more. important" 
"someone prevents success" 
-Plans never work out" 
wiJth not much "TO* be pk-oud of 

WhO WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR OF TV 
EXPECTING NO KIDS 
WITH SIBLINGS IN COLLEGE 
WITH 2 OR MORE S1BS IN H.S 
HARD OF HEARING 
"PEOPLE GOOF AT WORK" 
wHp PREFER WORK TO SCHOOL 
"JOB ENCOURAGES GOOD HABITS" 
WITH POSITIVE ATTITUOE TO SELF 



1 



MEAN \ 
STANDARD DEVIATION 
MEDIAN \ 
MINIMUM 
MAXIMUM 
RANGE \ 

NUMBER OF NONCOMPU I ABLE 



ESTIMATE 


" SE 


DEFF 


DEFT 


0.23b 


0.012 


2.1841 


1 .4779 


0.697 


0.015 


2.9369 


1.7137 


0.329 


0.015 


2.8707 


1 .694 3 


0 .804 


0.013 


2.9227 


1 .7096 


0.075 


0.010 


. 3.354a 


1.8315 


0.119 


0.012 


2.828b 


1 .6818 


0.016 


0.004 


2.7397 


1..6552 


0.570 


0.020 


4 .2085-* 


2.0515 


0.155 


0.011 


2.a07l 


1 .5515 


0.890 


0 .008 


1 .7207 


1.3117 


0.032 


0.006 


3.0133 


1 .7359 


0.082 


. 0.008 


2.3130 


1 .5208 


0.879 


V 0.009 


2.1305 


1 .4596 


0.096 


0 .008 


2.0567 


1 .43ai 


0.555 


0.018 


3.6048 


1 .8986 


0.665 


0.017 


3.5705 


1 . 869b 


0 . 044 


,^0.006 


2.3886 


1 .5a55 


0.2 06 


T) .013 


2.6710 


1 .b3a3 


0.308 


0.017 


3.4256 


1 .8506 


0.297 


0.016 


3.1470 


1 .7740 


0. 18a 


0.011 


2.0928 


1 .4467 


0.870 


0.011 


3 .0182 


1.7373 


0.081 


0 .009 


2.92bl 


1 .7106 


0.297 


0.013 


2. Ib57 


1 .4716 


0.173 


0.010 


l'.87l8 


1 .3681 


0.023 


0 .004 


1.9005 


1 .3786 


0.165 


0.013 


2.7260 


1.6511 


0.488 


0.01b 


2.2931 


1.5143 


0.813 


0.015 


3.4990 


1 .8706 


0.907 


0.012 


4.4270 


2. lOao 






2.7805 


1 .6556 






0 .6767 


0.2001 






2.78ai 


1 .6665 






1 . 7207 


1.3117 






4.4270 


2. 1040 






2.7ub3 


0.7923 



DEFFS= 
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-A3- 12- 



SENIOR COHORT 

DOMAIN: RACE HISPANIC 

STATISTICS: CHANGE 

STATISTIC 

PROP. PLANNING PROFESSIONAL CAREER 

PROP. ABLE TO FINISH COLLEGE 

PROP. PLANNING TO FINISH COLLEGE 

/ PROP. SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 

/ PROP. WHOSE MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE * 

/ PROP. WHOSE FATHEK FINISHED COLLEGE 

PROP. MARRIED 

PROP. EXPECTING CHILD BY 25 

PROP. STARTED FIRST JOB 

PROP. EXPECTING OwN PLACE BY 24 

PROP. COMPLETED F DLL TIME EDOC. 

PROP . WITH HANDICAP 

PROP* "SUCCESS VERY IMPORTANT" 

PROP. "M,ON£Y NOT IMPORTANT" 

PROP. "COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP IMP" 

PROP, "INEQUALITY .IMPORTANT" 

PROP. "LEISURE NOT IMPORTANT" 

PROP^ "GOOD LOCK MORE IMPORTANT" 

PROP. "SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" 

PROP. "PLANS NEVER WORK OUT" 

PROP. WITH NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF 

PROP. WHO WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR OF TV 

PROP . EXPECTING NO KIDS 

PROP. WITH SIBLINGS IN COLLEGE 

PROP. WITH 2 OR MURE SIBS IN H.S. 

PROP. HARO OF HEARING 

PROP. "PEOPLE GOOF AT WORK" 

PROP. wHO PREFER WORK TO SCHOOL 

PROP. "JOB ENCOOR AGES GOOO HABITS" 

PRO-P. WITH POSITIVE ATTITUDE 10 SELF 



MEAN 

STANDARD DEVIATION 

MEDIAN 

MIN IMUM 

MAXIMUM 

RANGE 

NUMBER OF NONCOMPUT ABLE DEFFSr 0 • 

\ 



ESTIMATE 


SE 


DEFF 


DEFT 


-0.019 


0.012 


1 .4592 


1 .2080 


0.07 4 


0.014 


2.2713 


1.5071 


0.0 06 


0 .0 12 


1 .7h22 


1.3275 


-0.074 


0.013 


1 .8982 


1 .3778 


0.0 


0.007 


2.6597 


1 .6309 


0.012 


0 .008 


2.4457 


1 .5639 


0 .09* 


0.011 


3.032b . 


1.7415 


-0.0«b 


0.018 


2.3328 


1 .5274 


0 .263 


0.018 


2.3478 


1 .5323 


-0.006 


0.011 


1 .7789 


1.3337 


0.114 


0.014 


3. 1399 


1 .7720 


-0.004 


0.010 


1 .8493 


1 .3599 


*0.023 


0.014 


2.68b2 


1 .6390 


o .ooe 


0.008 


1 .1770 


1 .0849 


-0 .037 


0.0 18 ' 


2.5282 


1 .5900 


0.074 


0 .020 


3. 1211 


1 ,7b67 


-0.027 


0.007 


2.2853 


1.5117 


-0.043 


0.014 


2.2242 


1.4914 


-0 .036 


0.016 


2.0425 


1 .4292 


-0 .062 


0.013 


1 .4907 


1 .2209 


-0.046 


0.014 


2.2069 


1 .485b 


-0.031 


0,014 


2.3928 


1 .5469 


0.007 


0.011 


2.5824 


1 .6070 


0 .036 


0.014 


1.6100 


1 .2689 


-0.050 


0.012 


2.3278- 


1 .5257 


-0.005 


0 .005 


2. 1993 


1 .4830 


-0.021 


0 .023 


3.2995 


k.8164 


0.0.37 


0 .026 


2.3787 


f .5423 


0.069- " 


0.016 


2.0039 


1 .4156 


" 0.045 . 


^0,013 


3.94 85 


1 .9795 






2.3151 


1 .5096 






0.5926 


0 . 1940 






2.3065 


1 .5187 






1.1770 


1 . 084 9 






i.9l«5 


1 .9795 






2.7415 


0 ,894b 




-A3- 13- 



SENIOR COHORT 
DOMAIN: SES low 
STATISTICS: FOLLOW-UP 





STATISTIC 


ESTIMATE 


SE 


DEFF 


.DEFT 


PROP. 


PLANNING PROFESSIONAL CAREER 


0. 160 


0.008 


■ 

1 .780 8 


1 .3345 


PROP. 


ABLE TO FINISH COLLEGE 


0.781 


0.011 


2.8*b2 


1.6871 


PROP . 


PLANNING TO FINISH COLLEGE 


0.294 


0. 01 1 


1 .9644 


,1 .40 16 


PROP . 


SATISFIED WITH^LESS THAN COLLEGE 


0.778 


0.010 


2.1584 


1.4691 


PROP . 


WHOSE MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 


0.010 .. 


0.002 


1 .6900 


1.3000 


PROP. 


WHOSE FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 


0.021 


0.0 03 


1 .6265 


1 .2754 


PROP. 


MARRIED 


0. 157 


0.012 


4 .«2 0 0 0 


2. 0494 


PROP. 


EXPECTING CHILD BY 25 


0.616 


0,013 


2.7048 


1 . 644o 


PROP. 


STARTED FIRST JOB 


0.495 


0.012 


2.2161 


1.48H6 


PROP. 


EXPECTING OwN PLACE B Y 24 


0 .894 


0.007 


2.0093 . ■ 


1.M75 


PROP. 


COMPLETEO FULL TIME EDUC. 


0.205 


0.011 


2.8097 


l,.-6 7 62 


PROP . 


WITH HANDICAP 


0 .087 


0.007 


2*4531 


1 .56t>2. 


PROP. 


"SUCCESS VERY IMPORTANT" 


0.811 


0.0J1 


3 .1\30 0 


1 .7692 


PROP . 


"MONEY NOT IMPORTANT" 


0.156 ' 


0.009 


2*4370 


1 .561 1 


PROP. 


"COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP IMP" 


0.423 


0.012 


2.3^0-4 6 


1 .51B1 


PROP. 


"INEQUALITY IMPORTANT" 


0.691 


0.013 


3.0924 


1-.7585 


PROP , 


"LEISURE NOT IMPORTANT" 


0.019 


0.003 


1 .950*3 


1 .3968 


PROP. 


"GOOD LUCK MORE IMPORTANT" 


0. 142 


0.008 


1 .9622 


1.4008 • 


PROP. 


"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" 


0.306 


„0 . 0 1 2 


2.4947 


1.5795 


PROP . 


"PLANS NEVER WORK OUT" 


0.211 


0.010 


2.2170 


1.4890 


PROP. 


WITH NOT MUCH TO BE PKOUU OF 


0.114 


0.008 


2.4 lt>7 


1 .5546 


PROP. 


WHO WATCH MORE Than ONE HOUR OF TV 


0.857 


0.008 


2.169t> 


1 .a729 


PROP. 


EXPECTING NO KIDS 


0.100 


0.008 


2.7197 


1 .6491 


PROP. 


WITH SIBLING.S IN COLLEGE 


0.272 


0.013 


3.3807 


1.8387 


PROP . 


WITH 2 OR MORE SI8S IN H.S. 


0 . 129 


0^007 


1 .7263 


1 .3139 


PkOP. 


HARD OF HEARING 


0.012 


0.003 


3.1515 


1 .7752 


PROP. 


"PEOPLE GUOF AT WORK" 


0 J 1 5 9 


0.009 


1 ^6b99 


1 .2922 


PROP. 


WHO PREFER WORK TO SCHOOL 


0.550 


0.013 


1 .8981 


1 .3777 


PROP. 


"JOB ENCOURAGES GOOO HaBITS" 


0.882 


0.0 10 


3.0L89 


1.7375 


PROP. 


WITH POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 


0 .936 


0 , 006' 


2.3089 


1 ,5195 


MEAN 








2.4169 ■ 


1 .5436 


STANDARD OEVIATlOiM v - 






0 .5984 


" 0 . 1864 


MEDIAN 






2.3067 


1.5188 


MINIMUM 






1.6265 


' .1.2754 


MAXIMUM 






4.2000 


2.0494 


RANGE 








2.5735 


0.774 0 



NUMBER OF NONCOMPUT ABLE DEFF$= 



ERIC 
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-A3- 14- 



SENIOR COHORT 
DOMAIN: SES LOw 
STATISTICS: base year 





STATISTIC 


ESTIMATE 


SE 


DEFF 


DEFT 


PROP . 


• 

PLANNING PROFESSIONAL CAREER 


0.214 


A 
0 


n n A 
# UUu 


1 .626b 


1 .2754 


PROP. 


ABLE TO FINISH COLLEGE 


0.b9u 


A 
U 


• Ulc 


2.8975 


1 .7022 


PROP . 


PLANNING TO FINISH COLLEGE 


0.262 


u 


n n O 
• UUt 


1 .8295 


1.352b 


PROP. 


SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 


0 .849 


A 

u 


A (\ U 

• 0 U o 


2. 1 14b 


1 .4542 


PROP. 


WHOSE MOTHER' FINISHED COLLEGE 


0 .002 


A 

u 


A it 4 

• 0 U 1 


2.3100 


1 .5199 


PROP. 


WHOSE FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 


0.005 


A 

o 


A A D 


2. 1823 


J .4772 


PROP . 


MARRIED 


0.024 




A f\ C 

• 0 0 b 


4 . 40bb 


2.0992 


PROP . 


EXPECTING CHILD BY 25 


0 .bOO 


A 

u 


nil 


2.0373 


1 .4274 


PROP. 


STARTED FIRST JOB 


0.161 


A 

0 


A 1 A 

• 010 


3.0421 


1 . 7442 


PROP. 


EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 24 


0.902 


0 


r\ r\ x_ 

• 00b 


1 .6833 


1 .2974 


PROP. 


COMPLETED FULL TIME EDUC. 


0.023 


A 

o 


A A "Z 

• 003 


1 .6345 


1.2765 


PROP. 


WITH HANDICAP . 


0.071 


A 


• 0 0 o 


2.3309 


1 .5267 


PROP. 


"SUCCESS VERY IMPORTANT " 


0 .864 


0 


• 0 0 9 


2.98b2 


1.7281 


PROP. 


"MONEY NOT IMPORTANT" 


0. 130 


A 

o 


ft 1 A 

.010 


3.813U 


1 .9527 


PROP. 


"COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP IMP" 


0.453 


V 




2.4771 


1 .5739 


PROP. 


"1NEUUAL1TY IMPORTANT" 


0.633 


0 


.012 


2.bb39 


1 .6322 


PROP. 


"LEISURE NOT IMPORTANT " 


0.037 


. 0 


.004 


1 .9b72 


1 .4026 


PROP. 


"GOOD LUCK MORE IMPORTANT" 


0. 169 


0 


.008 


1.8139 


1 .34bB 


PROP. 


"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS " 


0 .338 


0 


.013 


2.941b 


1.7 151 


PROP. 


"PLANS NEVER WORK OUT" 


0.263 


0 


.009 


1 . bb04 


1 .286b 


PROP. 


WITH NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF 


0 . 154 


0 


.010 


3.1001 


1.7607 


PROP. 


WHO WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR OF TV 


0.887 


0 


.008 


2.8039 


1 .6745 


PROP. 


EXPECTING NO KIDS 


0.101 


0 


.008 


2.9b75 


1 .722b 


PROP. 


WITH SIBLINGS IN COLLEGE 


0.226 


0 


.011 


2.87b<3 


1 .69bl 


PROP. 


WITH 2 OR ''MORE SIBS IN H f S. 


0. 193 


0 


.010 


2.b832 


1 .6361 


PROP. 


HARD OF HEARING 


0.021 


0- 


. 0U3 


1 .8472* 


1 .3591 


PROP . 


"PEOPLE GOOF AT WORK" 


0.175 


0 


.011 


2.9391 


1 .714a 


PROP. 


WHO PREFER WORK T 0 -SCHOOL 


0.516 


0 


.013 


* 2.4111 


1 ,552t* 


PROP. 


"JOB ENCOURAGES GOOD HABITS" 


0 .79b 


0 


.010 


2.3034 ' 


1.5177 


PROP. 


WITH POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 


0.694 


9 


.008 


2.7518 . 


1.6589 



MEAN 

STANOARD- DEVIATION 

MEDIAN 

MINIMUM 

MAXIMUM 

RANGE 

NUMBER OF NONCOMPU TABLE DEFFS = 



2.5034 
0.6555 
2.4441 
1 . b26b 
4. 40bb 
2.7800 



.5b97 
.2025 
.5633 
.2754 
2.09^2 
0,6238 



9 

ERJC 
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-A3-15- 



SENIOR COHORT 
domain: SES LOW 
STATISTICS: CHANGE 





STATISTIC 


ESTIMATE 


SE 


DEFf- 


DEFT 


PROP . 


PLANNING PROFESSIONAL CAREER 


-0 


• 029 


0 


.008 


1 . 1732 


1 . 0632 


PROP . 


ABLE TO FINISH COLLEGE 


0 


.087 


0 


.009 


1 . 4306 


1 . 1961 


PROP . 


PLANNING TO FINISH COLLEGE 


0 


.0 


0 


.007 


1 .0441 


1 .0218 


PROP. 


SATISFIED WITH LESS, THAN COLLEGE 


-o 


.063 


0 


.009 


1 .6521 


1 .2853 


PROP. 


WHOSE MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 


0 


.003 


0 


.001 


0 .6436 


0.8023 


PROP . 


WHOSE FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 


0 


.00 7 


0 


.003 


2.8813 


1 .6974 


PROP. 


MARRIED 


0 


.136 


0 


.012 


4.2533 


2. 0623 


PROP . 


EXPECTIN6 CHILD BY 25 


0 


.027 


0.011 


1 .3755 


1 .1728 


PROP. 


STARTED FIRST JOB 


0 


.334 


0 


.015 


2.5131 


1 .5853 


PROP. 


EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 24 


-0 


.010 


0 


.008 


1 . o390 


1 .2802 


PROP. 


COMPLETED FULL TIME EDUC. 


0 


.177 


0 


.011 


2.4689 


, 1.5713 


PROP. 


WITH HANDICAP 


0 


.014 


0 


.010 


2.9b94 


1 .7232 


PROP. 


"SUCCESS VERY IMPORTANT H 


-0 


.050 


0 


.0 12 


2.4931 


1 .5790 


PROP. 


" MONEY NOT IMPORTANT''' 


0 


.024 


0 


.011 


3 . 0405 


1 . 7437 


PROP . 


"COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP IMP " 


' -0 


.027 


0 


.013 


2.1072 


1.4516 


PROP. 


"INEUUALITY IMPORTANT" 


,0 


.055 


0 


.015- 


2.6318 


1 .6223 


PROP . 


"LEISURE NOT IMPORTANT" 


-0 


.018 


0 


.005 


1 .8952 - 


1 .3767 


PROP. 


"GOOD LUCK MORE IMPORTANT" 


-0*031 


0 


.010 


1 .6639 


1 .3652 


PROP. 


"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" 


-o 


.028 


0 


.020 


3.8568 


1 .9639 


PROP. 


"PLANS NEVER WORK OUT" 


-0 


.059 




.012 


1 .8193 


1 . 3486 


PROP. 


|JITH 'NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF 


-0 


.037 


0 


.010 


1 .9777 


1 .4063 


PROP. 


WHO WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR OF TV 


-0 


.032 


0 


.0 11 


2,6464 


1 . 6268 


PROP . 


EXPECTING NU KIDS 


... -o 


.003 


0 


.0 10 


2.8742 


1 .6953 


PROP. 


WITH 'siblings IN COLLEGE 


.0 


.047 


0 


.014 


3. 0481 


1 .7459 


PROP. 


WITH 2 OR MORE SIBS IN H.S. 


-0 


.064 


0 


.008 


1 .4269 


1 .1945 


PROP. 


HARD OF HEARING ' 


-0 


.008 


0 


.004 


2 .8099 


1 .6763 


PROP . 


"PEOPLE GOOF AT WORK" 


-0 


.012 


0 


.015 


2.3b0h 


1 ,5364 


PROP. 


WHO. PREFER WORK TO SCHOOL 


0 


.037 " 


0 


.018 


1 . 961 1 


1.4004 


PROP . 


"JOB ENCOURAGES GOOD HABITS" 


0 


.074 


0 


.013 


2.0200 


1 .4213 


PROP. 


WITH POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 


0 


.044 


" 0 


.009 


2.5628 


1 .6009 


MEAN 












2.2480 


1.4745 


STANDARD DEVIATION 










• 0.8051 


0.27 6 1 


MEDIAN 












2.2339 


1 .4940 


MINIMUM 










0.6436 


r>0.8023 


MAXIMUM .-..*. 










4 .2533 


2.0623 


RANGE 












3.6097 


1.2600 



NUMbER OF NO N COMPUTABLE l)£FFS= 0 
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-A3-16- 



SEN IOW COHORT 
DOMAIN: SES middle 
STATISTICS: FOLLOW-UP 





STATISTIC 


ESTIMATE 


SE 


DEFF 


DEFT 


PROP. 


PLANNING PROFESSIONAL CAREER 


0.259 


o 

\J 


• \J \) o 


1 
1 


li 1 7 U 


1 .1908 


PROP. 


A8LE TO FINISH COLLEGE 


0.879 


U 


r\ r\ ~7 

• 0 0 ( 


1 


Q 1 Q U 


1 .3928 


PROP . 


PLANNING TO FINISH COLLEGE 


0 „454 


0 


Ail 

.011 


1 


"7 O Q U 
. / 770 


1 .3416 


PRUP . 


SATISFIED WITH LESS. THAN. COLLEGE 


0 . 668 


A 

u 


n i n 
• U 1 U 


1 


. / o U d 


I .3342 


PROP. 


WHOSE MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 


0 .067 


0 


.00b 


d 


/I a C 7 
.Ml) j/ 


1 .5510 


PROP. 


WHOSE FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 


0.103 


0 


.0 06 


h 


£ #i 1 r 

• 60 dp 


1 .2659 


PROP. 


MARRIED 


0.101 


0 




d 


.1995 


1.4831 


PROP. 


EXPECTING CHILD BY 25 


0 .491 


0 


AIT 


C 




1 .6381 


PROP. 


STARTED FLRST JOtt 


0.458 


A 

0 


.011 


* 
1 


. 9 / ad 


1.4058 


PROP. 


EXPECTING OwN PLACE BY 24 


0 .931 


0 


A i\ ti 

.00** 


1 


A 1 A 1 


1.0071 


PROP. 


COMPLETED FULL TIME EDUC. 


0 .137 


0 


C\ f\ ~7 


1 


LLQ7 


1 .2920 


PROP. 


WITH HANDICAP 


0:059 


0 


A A /I 

.0 04 


1 




1 .0901- 


PROP. 


"SUCCESS VERY IMPORTANT" 


0.842 


u 


{\ t\ Q 

• 0 U Q 


* 
1 


# V o b *4 


1 . au9a 


PROP. 


"MONEY NOT IMPORTANT" 


0.145 


o 


A A *7 


1 


^ D 7 


1 .277b 


PROP . 


"COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP IMP" 


0.458 


0 


. 010 


1 


.6465 


1 .2839 


PROP. 


"INEQUALITY IMPORTANT" 


0.653 


0 


A A Q 


1 


. <40t3 1 


1 .210<4 


PROP. 


"LEISURE NOT IMPORTANT" 


0.011 


0 


.002 


1 


.4b7 1 


1.2112 


PROP. 


"GOOD LUCK MORE IMPORTANT" 


0.083 


0 


. 0 0 O 


1 


# On j5 9 


1 .3653 


PROP , 


"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" 


0 . 194 


o 


A A 1 


1 


• d 0 1 o 


1 .0963 


PROP. 


"PLANS NEVER WORK OUT" 


0.127 


0 


A A "7 

.00/ 


1 


"7 "2 A 1 


1 .3154 


PROP. 


WITH NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF 


. 0.083 


/I 


A f, C 

• 0 0 j 


1 


7 1 L /I 


1 .1473 


PROP. 


WHO WATCH MORE THAN UN£ HOUR OF TV 


0.789 


0 


.0 09 


d 


. 09D 1 


1 .4475 


PROP. 


EXPECTING NO KIDS 


0.091 


0 


.006 


• 

i 




1 .3212 


PROP . 


WITH SIBLINGS IN COLLEGE 


0.364 


0 


.009 


i 


.4452 


1 .2022 


PROP , 


WITH 2 OR MORE S1BS I N H.S. 


0 .093 


0 


.006 


i 


.7o47 


.1 ,326a 


PROP. 


HARD OF HEARING 


0.010 


0 


.002 


i 


.7169 


1.3103 


PROP. 


"PEOPLE GOOF AT WORK" 


. 0.187 


0 


. 0 1U 


2 


. 0b4b 


1 .4369 


PROP. 


WHO PREFER WORK TO SCHOOL 


0 .541 


0 


.oir 


1 


.5232 


1 .23<*2 


PROP. 


"JOB .ENCOURAGES GOOD HABITS" 


o,at>i 


0 


.007 


1 


.4298 


1 .1957 


PROP. 


WITH POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 


' 0.952 


0 


. 005 ' 


2 


.2177 


1 .4892 


MEAN 










1 


.7330 


1 .3092 


STANOARD DEVIATION 








0 


.37.18 


0 . ia08 


MEDIAN 








1 


.7235 


1.3128 


MINIMUM 








1 


.0 143 


1,0071 


MAXIMUM 








2 


.6832 


1 .6381 


RANGE 










1 


. bo89 


0.5310 



NUMBER OF N0NC0MPU1 ABLE OEFFSr 0 
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SENIOR COHORT 
DOMAIN; SES MIDDLE 
STATISTICS: BASE YEAR 



PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PjROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 
PROP 



STATISTIC 

PLANNING PROFESSIONAL CAREER 
ABLE TO FINISH COLLEGE 
PLANNING TO FINISH COLLEGE 
SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 
WHOSE MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 
WHOSE FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 
MARRIED 

EXPECTING CHILD BY 25 

STARTED FIRST JOB 

EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 2a 

COMPLETED FULL TIME EOUC. 

WITH HANDICAP 

" SUCCESS VERY IMPORTANT" 

"MONEY NOT IMPORTANT" 

"COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP IMP" 

"INEQUALITY IMPORTANT" 

"LEISURE N.OT IMPORTANT" 

"GOOD LUCK MORE IMPORTANT" 

"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" 

"PLANS NEVER WORK OUT" 

WITH NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF 

WHO WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR OF TV" 

EXPECTING NO KIDS 

WITH SIBLINGS IN COLLEGE 

WITH 2 OR MORE SIBS IN H.S, 

HARD OF HEARING 

"PEOPLE GOOF AT WORK" 

WHO PREFER WORK fO SChUUL 

"JOB ENCOURAGES GOOD HABITS" 

wUH POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 



ESTIMATE 



0.2b5 

0 ,80b 

0.a25 - 

0 .761 

0.062 

0.081 

0.007 

0.544 

0,1^0 

0.922 

0.012 

0.052 

0.864 

0.111 

0.501 

0.598 

0.017 

0.110 

0.228 

0.174 

0.107 

0.861 



(W&97 

£.292 

3*121 

0.01b 

0.166 

0.53b. 

0.79? 

0.905 



St 

0.008 
0.007 
0.010 
0.0 10 
0.005 
0.006 
0.001 
0,013 
0.007 
O.OOb 
0.002 
0.005 
0.U06 
O.OOb 
0.01 1 
0.0 12 
0.003 
0.007 
0.0 1 0 
0.008 
0.006 
0.007 
O.OOb 
Q.010 
0.007 
0.0 03 
0.007 
0.011 
0.008 
0.007 



QEFF 

1 . 44b2 
1 .3922 
1 .8323 
2.4285 
1 ,75b3 
1 .7460 
0.6298 
2.8554 
1 .3599 
2. 1392 
1 .4242 
2.2219 
1 .5b74 
1 .631 1 
2.1301 
2.6471 
2. 4429 
2.121b 
2.3474 
1 .8333 
1.6110 
1 ,839b 
1 .7887 
2.1015 
1 ,9981 
2.4436 
1 .33^5 
1 .8551 
1 .5302 
2.4 4 15' 



DEFT 

.2026 
.1799 
.353b 
.5564 
.3252 
.3214 
.7936 
.6698 
.1661 
.4b26 
.1934 
.4906 
.2520 
.2*72 
.4595 
.6270 
.5630 
.4566 
.5321 
.3540 
,2b93 
.35b3 
.3374 
,449b 
.413b 
.5632 
.1573 
,3b20 
.2370 
.5625 



MEAN 

STANDARD DEVIATION 
MEDIAN .. f 

MINIMUM ' 
MAXIMUM 
RANGE 

NUfobER OF NONCOMPUT ABLE 



1 .8967 
0.474b 

* 1.8364 
0.6 298 
2.8554 

',f2.2256 



.3656 
.1819 
.3551 
,?93b 
,b898 
0 .89b<? 



DEFFS= 0 
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SENIOR COHORT 
DOMAIN: SES MIDDLE 
STATISTICS: CHANGE 



/ 





STATISTIC 


ESTIMATE 


SE 


OEFF 


DEFT 


PROP . 


PLANNING PROFESSIONAL CAREER 


-0.006 


0.010 


1 


5fe 1 0 


1 . 2494 


PROP. 


ABLE TO FINISH COLLEGE 


0.06b 


0.009 




OSP7 

♦ V Jt. I 


1 .4327 


PROP. 


PLANNING TO FINISH COLLEGE \ 


-o.oi a 


0.009 


1 

. X 


7 PO 8 


1.3116 


PROP . 


SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE — ' 


-0.080 


0.010 


1 


• J ~ J u 


1 .3940 


PROP . 


WHOSE MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 


o . ooa 


0.004 


1 

X 


560 7 


1 .2493 


PROP. 


WHOSE FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 


0.011 


0.004 


1 

X 


• c c u ^* 


1.1083 


PROP, 


MARRIED 


0.095 


0.007 


P 


1 S4 0 

• A _J ™ v/ 


1 .4676 


PROP. 


EXPECTING CHILD BY 25 


-0.057 


0.012 


1 

x 


» u j c u 


1 .2776 


PROP. 


STARTED FIRST JOB 


0.267 


0.011 


X 




1 . 1923 


PROP . 


EXPECTING Own PLACE BY 2a 


0.00b 


0.007 


1 

■X 


.646 7 


1 .2832 . 


PROP . 


COMPLETED FOLL TIME EDUC. 


0.125 


0.008 


1 

X 


918 5 

* * X w —J 


1 .3650 


PROP. 


WITH HANOICAP 


0.00b 


0.00b 


1 

X 


Sb6 0 

4 — * -J \i 


1.2474 


PROP. 


"SUCCESS VERY IMPORTANT" . 


-0.044 


0.010 


p 


? 1 OH 

• C 1 v U 


1 .4689 


PROP . 


"MONEY NOT IMPORTANT" 


0.034 


0.010 


p 


* 4737 


1 f 5728 


PROP. 


"COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP IMP" 


-0.047 


0.013 


3 
C 


• —J -J V * 


1.5333 


PROP . 


"INEQUALITY IMPORTANT" 


» 0.059 


0.015 


2 


.5150 


1 .5859 


PJ?0P. 


"LEISURE NOT IMPORTANT" 


-0.007 


0.003 


1 


.6227 


1 .2739 


PROP . 


"GOOD LUCK MORE IMPORTANT" 


-0.024 


0.010 


2 


.b963 


1 .6420 


PROP . 


"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" 


-0.030 


0.010 


1 


.5626 


1 .2500 


PROP . 


"PLANS NEVER WORK OOT" 


-0 .050 


0.011 


2 


. 2 1 9'6 


1 .4898 


PROP. 


WITH NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF 


-0 . 024 


0.009 


2 


.0 133 


1.4189 


PROP. 


WHO WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR OF TV 


-0.073 


0.009 


1 


.5047 


T-k2267 


PROP. 


EXPECTING NO KIDS 


-0 .00b 


0.008 


2 


.106.4 


1.^513 


PROP . 


WITHXSIBLINGS IN COLLEGE 


0.072 


0.012 


1 


.9lbb 


1 .384a 


PROP . 


WITH 2 OR MORE SIBS IN H.S. 


-0.029, 


0.007 


1 


.6830 


1 .2973 


PROP . 


HARD OF HEADING 


-0.006 


0.003 


1 


.7793 


1.3339 


PNOP. 


"PEOPLE GOOF AT WORK" 


0.014 


0.012 


1 


.5o0i 


1 .2491 


PROP . 


i-jHO PREFER WORK TO SCHOOL 


0.0 


0.014 


1 


.4 0-6 3 


1 . 1859 


PkOP . 


"JOB ENCOURAGES GOOD HABITS" 


0.058 


0.010 


1 


.2372 


1 .1123 


PROP. 


WITH POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 


0.047 


' 0.007 


1 


.981 1 


1.4075 



MEAN 

.STANOAKO DEVIATION 

MEUI AN 

MINIMUM 
MAXIMUM 

RANGE 

NUMBER OF 



1 .8412 
0.3804 
1 .7500 
1 .2264 
2.b963 
1.4679 




NONCOMPUTABLE DEFFS= 
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SENIOR COHOKT . 
DOMAIN: SES HIGH 
STATISTICS: -»FOLLOW-UP 





3 r ATISTIC 


ESTIMATE 


5E 


UEFf- 


DEFT 


PROP . 


PLANNING PROFESSIONAL CAREER 


0 .339 


0 


.0 1 4 


1.7185 


1.3109 


PROP . 


ABLE TO FINISH COLLEGE 


0 .966 


0 


.005 


1.4902 


1 . 2207 


PROP . 


PLANNING TO FINISH COLLEGE 


0 #770 


0 


.014 


2.0517 


1.432a 


PROP . 


SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 


0.372 


0 


»018 


2.611b < 


1.6161 


PHOP . 


WHOSE MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 


0.436.. 


0 


.019 


2.8431 


1 . 686 1 


PROP . 


WHOSE FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 


0 . 7 1 a 


0 


.017 


2.7359 


1 654 1 


PROP . 


M AKR TED 


.0 .053 


0 


.007 


1 . 8442 


1 • 3580 


PROP . 


EXPECTING CHILD BY 25 


0.345 


0 


.015 


1 8391 


1 .35b 1 


PROP . 


STARTED FIRST JOB 


0.261 


0 


.0 la 


1 ,932fa 


1 3902 


PROP . 


EXPECTING OwN PLACE BY 24 


0 *921 


0 


.008 


1.694 1 


1.3016 


PROP. 


COMPLETED FULL TIME EDUC. 


0 .*0 44 


0 


.006 


1 • bSbi 


1.2792 


PROP . 


WITH HANDt CAP 


0 • 067 


0 


.009 


2.4729 


1.572b 


P R O'P . 


"SUCCESS VFKY IMPORTANT" 


0 * 6^4 9 


0 


.011 


1 « 8087 


1.3449 


PROP . 


"MONEY NOT IMPORTANT" 


0*147 


0 


.013 


2 . 5877 


1 ,608b 


PROP . 


•♦COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP IMP" 


0 .542 


6 


.0 12 


1 .1061 


1.0517 


PROP . 


"INEQUALITY IMPORTANT" 


0.673 


0 


.015 


1 .9422 


1 . 393b 


PROP . 


"LEISURE NOT IMPORTANT" 


, 0.006 


0 


.002 


1 .2138 


1.1017 


PRdP . 


"GOOD LUCK MOKE IMPORTANT" 


0.074 


0 


.008 


1 .7245 


1 .3132 


PROP. 


"SO'MEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" 


0.115 . 


0 


.011 


2.1367 


1 . 461 7 


PROP . 


"PLANS NEVEK WORK OUr"T" 


0.082 


0 


.008 


1 .5705 


1 .2532 


PROP,. 


WITH. NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD UF 


0.057 


0 


.007 


U7021 


1 .304b 


PROP . 


WHO WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR OF TV 


0 .664 


0 


.017 


2.5.652 


1.601b 


PROP. 


EXPECTING NO KIDS 


0 .096 


0 


.009 


1 .7482 


1 .3222 


PROP . 


WITH SIBLINGS IN COLLEGE 


0.519 


0 


.013 


1.3012 


1 . iao7 


PROP. 


WITH 2 OR MURE SIBS IN H . S I 


0.079 


0 


.007 


1 .2925 


1 . 1369 


PROP . 


HAND OF HE AN I NG 


0.017 


0 


.004 


1 .8045 


1 .3433 


PROP . 


"PEOPLE GOOF AT WORK" 


0 .205 


0 


.0 12 


1 .3051 


1 . 1424 


PROP . 


WHO PREFER WORK TO SCHOOL 


0.407 


0 


.015 


1 .3522 


1 .1629 


PROP. 


"JOB ENCOURAGES GOOO HABITS" 


0.*832 


0 


.0 12 


1 ,648a 


U2839 


PROP. 


wITH POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 


0 .956 


0 


.007 


2.2906 


{ .5135 



MEAN J ^ 

STAND|jRD DEVIATION 

MEDIAN 

MINIMUM 

MAXIMUM 

KANGE 

NUMBER OF NONCOMPUTABLE UEFFSr 



1 .8657 
0.4779 
1 .7763 
1.1061 
2.8431 
1.7370 



1.3553 

0 . 172<? ' 
1-.332 7 
1.0517 

1 .6861 
0.634a 
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- *> « * 

SENIOR^COHORT 
DOMAIN: SES HIGH 
STATISTICS: BASE YEAK 





STATISTIC 


ESTIMATE 


SE 


;deff 


DEFT 


PROP. 


♦ 

PLANNING PROFESSIONAL CAREER 


0.341 




• v X H 


i 

X 


7 ii Qq 


1 

I 


• D d c. o 


PROP. 


ABLE TO FINISH COLLEGE 


0.926 


A 

u 


n n A 


1 


(li. 1 C 


1 


/I A A cr 
# 4 0 U D 


PROP . 


PLANNING TO PINISH CULLEGE 


0.739 


A 
U 




-j 
c 


n7;iL 


1 


n a n "£ 


PROP . 


SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 


0,471 


A 


• v 1 O 


p 


. K) *T J V 


1 

1 


/l /I 7 t\ 


PROP . 


WHOSE MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 


0 . abl 


A 


fi 1 K 

• v 1 D 


1 
1 


, 7 J O /, 


1 


7QQC 


PROP. 


WHOSE FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE ' 


0.749 


A 
U 


A 1 

• U X O 


2 


.a907 


1 


C7 U J 

♦ j / oc 


PROP. 


MARRIED 


0.002 


A 
V 


• u V X 


1 


.2398 


X 


• 11 


PHOP . 


EXPECTING CHILD BY 25 


o . aoo 


A 




2 


.5962 


1 


LI 1 7 
• Oil J 


PROP. 


STARTED FIRST JOB 


0. 138 


0 


.011 


1 


.9958 - 


1 

1 


A 1 37 


PROP. 


EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 2a 


0.912 


0 


.008 


1 


.5644 


1 

X 


pcna 


PROP . 


COMPLETED FULL TIME EUUC. 

» 


0.001 


0 


.001 


1 


.3473 


1 

1 


1 LH7 

• lDv / 


PROP . 


WITH HANDICAP 


0.038 


0 


.004 


0 


.8950 


A 

u 


U /| i. A 


PROP . 


"SUCCESS VERY IMPORTANT" 


0.89b 


0 


.008 


1 


.4157 


1 
1 


1 m Q Q 


PROP. 


"tfONEY NOT IMPORTANT" 


o. l la 


0 


.009 


1 


.8483 


1 


pa 
. to JO 


PROP . 


"COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP IMP" 


0.587 


0 


,013 


1 


.4228 


1 


.1928 


PROP. 


"INEQUALITY IMPORTANT" 


0.60$ 


0 


.014 


1 


,874a 


1 
X 


PQ/IA 


PROP. 1 


"LEISURE NOT IMPORTANT" 


0.012 


0 


.003 


1 


.6041 


1 


♦ 2665 


PROP . 


"GOOO LUCK MORE IMPOR 1 ANT " 


0.079 


0 


.008 


1 


. 7301 


1 
1 




PROP. 


"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" V 


0.133 


0 


.011 


2 


.0053 


1 
X 


• MIDI 


PROP. 


" PLANS NEVEK WORK UUT" 


. 0.120 


0 


.010 


1 


.8314 


1 
X 


• J JJJ 


PROP. 


WITH NOT MUCH TO BE V PROUD OF 


0.088 


0 


.007 


1 .2108 


X 


1 l\ 0 
• X U v J 


PROP. 


WHO WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR UF TV 


0.781 


0 


.012 


1 


.744b 


1 
X 




PROP. 


EXPECTING NO KIDS 


0.093 


0 


.008 


1 


'.5109 


1 

X 




PROP . 


WITH SIBLINGS IN COLLEGE 


0.451 


0.013 


1 


.3745 


i 


.1724 


PROP. 


WITH 2 OR MORE SIBS IN h.S. 


0.121 


0 


.010 


1 


.8852 


i 


.3730 


PkOP . 


HAND Of HEARING 


0.020 


0 


.005 


2 


.4842 


i 


.5761 


PROP . 


"PEOPLE GOUF AT WORK" 


0.170 


0 


.014 


2 


.4971 


l 


.5802 


PROP . 


WHO PREFER WORK TO SCHOOL 


0.489 


0 


.015 


1 


.6300 


i 


.2767 


PROP . 


"JOB ENCOURAGES GOOD HABITS" 


0.767 


0 


.012 


1 


,480tt 


i 


.2169 


PRtfP. 


WITH POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 

r 


0.-926 


0 


.008 


1 


.8610 


i 


.3642 


MEAN 










1 


.7660 


i 


.3202 


STANDARD DEVIATION 








0 


.4089 


0 


.1547 


MEDIAN 






* 




1 


.7373 


l 


.3160 


MINIMUM 








0 


.8950 


0 


.9460 


MAX I MUM 








2 


.59b2 


1 


.6113 


RANGE 


1 








1 


.7012 


0 


.bt>53 



NUMBER OF NONCOMPUTABLE DEFF3= 0 
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SENIOR COHORT 
OOMAIN: SES HIGH 
STATISTICS: CHANGE 





STATISTIC 


ESTIMATE 


SE 


DEF.F 


DEFT 


PROP. 


PLANNING PROFESSIONAL CAREER 


0 


.00 1 


0 


.015 


1.3836 


1.1763 


PROP. 


ABLE TO FINISH COLLEGE 


0 


. 037 


0 


.010 


2.88 0 9 


1 .6975 


PROP. 


PLANNING TO FINISH COLLEGE ' 


0 


.007 


0 


.011 


1 .52a l 


1 .2346 


PROP. 


SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 


-0 


.090 


0 


. oi a 


1 1.6a03 


1 .2807 


PROP. 


WHOSE MOTHEK FINISHED COLLEGE 


-0 


.017 


0 


.012 


2. 4224 


1 .5564 


PROP. 


WHOSE FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 


-0 


.017 


0 


.009 


1 .9975 


1 . a l 33 


PROP. 


MARRIED 


0 


. 05a 


0 


.007 


1 .7044 


1 .3055 


PROP . 


EXPECTING CHILD BY 25 


-0 


. oaa 


0 


.016 


1.6163. 


1.2713 


PROP. 


STARTED FIRST JOB 


0 


.117 


0 


.016 


2.1419 


1 . a&35 


PROP. 


EXPECTING Own PLACE BY 2a ' 


> 0 


.006^ 


0 


.011 


1 .7223 


1 .3123 


PROP. 


COMPLETED FULL TIME EDUC. 


0 


. oao 


0 


.006 


IV5516 


1 .2a56 


PROP . 


wITH HANDICAP 


0 


. 031 


0 


.009 


1 .7241 


' 1.3130 


PROP. 


"SUCCESS VERY IMPORTANT" 


-0 


. 050 


0 


. o l a 


2.4144 


1 .5536 


PROP . 


"MONEY NOT IMPORTANT" 


0 


. 032 


0 


. o l a 


2.7425 


1 .6560 


PROP. 


"COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP IMP" 


-0 


.038 


0 


.013 


1 . 1025 


1 .0500 


PROP . 


"INEQUALITY IMPORTANT" 


0 


.071 


0 


. 021 


2.5494 


■ l t .5967 


PROP . 


"LEISURE NOT IMPORTANT" 


-0 


. ooa 


0 


.003 


1.1708 


1 . 0820 


PROP . 


"GOOO LUCK MORE IMPORTANT" 


-0 


.009 


0 


.010 


1 .6218 


1 .2735 


PROP. 


"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" 


-0 


.015 


0 


.012 


1 . 5459 


1 .2a33 


PROP . 


"PLANS NEVER WORK OUT" 


-o 


.028 


0 


.013 


2.0511 


1 .a322 


PROP. 


WITH NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF 


-0 


. 031 ' 


0 


.009 


1 . 1 636 


1 .0787 


PROP . 


WHO WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR OF TV 


-0 


. lia 


0 


.016 


1.7111 


1.3081 


PROP , 


EXPECTING Nu KIDS 


-0 


.002 


0 


♦ 009 


1.2736 


1.1285 


PROP. 


WITH SIBLINGS IN COLLEGE 


0 


. 073 


0 


.017 


1 .6016 


1 .2655 


PROP. 


WITH 2 OR MORE SIBS IN H.S. 


-0 


.046 


0 


.010 


1 .4754 


1 .2ia7 


PROP. 


HARD OF HEARING 


-0 


.003 


0 


.004 


1 .9977 


1 .ai3a 


PROP. 


"PEOPLE GOOF AT WORK" 


0 


. 036 


0 


.019 


1.89.56 


1 .3768 


PROP . 


WHO PREFER WORK TO SCHOOL 


-o 


. 06a 


0 


.023 


1 .6491 


1 .2 6a 2 


PROP . 


"JUB ENCOURAGES GOOD HABITS" 


0 


.0 53 


0 


.019 


1 .9219 


1 .5863 


PROP. 


WITH POSITIVE ATTITUDE TU SELF 


0 


.036 


0 


.009 


1.7116 


1 .3063 


MEAN 












1.7970 


1 .3307 


STANDARD DEVIATION 










0.451 1 


0. 16a3 


MEDIAN 












1.7077 


1 .30bS 


MINIMUM 










1 .1025 


1.0500 


MAXIMUM 










2.6809 


1 .b973 


RANGE 












1 .7784 


0 .6a73 



NUMBER OF NONCOMPUTABLE DEFFS= 0 



252 



SENIOR COHORT 

DOMAIN: POST-SECONDARY EDUCATION NONE 
STATISTICS: FOLLOw-uP 





STATISTIC 


ESTIMATE 


SE 


DEFF 


DEFT 


PROP. 


PLANNING PROFESSIONAL CAREER 


A 
U 




0 


.009 


p 
c 


« J JOO 


1 


.5927 


PROP , 


ABLE TO FINISH COLLEGE 


A 
U 


7 ? S 


0 


.011 


p 
c 


1 a P P 


1 


.463b 


PROP. 


PLANNING TO FINISH COLLEGE 


A 
U 




0 


.009 


p 

c 


• \J L> *J \J 


1 


.4365 


PROP. 


SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 


A 
U 


• 7 1 U 


0 


.007 


p 

c 


n 7 n (\ 


1 


,a40 1 


PROP . 


WHOSE MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 


A 

U 


nC7 
. U J 1 


0 


.007 


T 

J 


1 KM7 
# l oo I 


1 


.760 1 


PROP . 


WHOSE, FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 


A 

u 


nag 


0 


.008 


p 


K 1 Q 1 


1 


.6184 


PROP. 


MARRIED 


A 
U 


1 Q Q 
• 1 


0 


.013 


P 


* JOlD 


1 


.8875 


PROP. 


EXPECTING CHILD BY 25 


u 


♦ 6 1 U 


0 


.015 


•* 
j 


1 n s ^ 


1 


.7623 


PROP. 


STARTED FIRST JOB 


A 
U 


l77 
.Oj / 


0 


.013 


p 


li 11 K A 


1 


.5&40 


PROP. 


EXPECTING OwN PLACE BY 24 


A 


.Via 


0 


.007 


c 


, 1 7 J J 


1 


.4810 


PROP. 


COMPLETED FULL TIME EDUC. 


A 
U 


• J v V 


0 


.014 


"7 
P 


#1/1 lC 


>r-7353 


PROP. 


WITH HANDICAP 


A 
U 


nl H 
• U 1 a 


0 


.005 . 


1 

1 


p i 7 ii 


1 


,1032 


PROP . 


"SUCCESS VERY IMPORTANT" 


0 


.76*4 


0 


.006 


1 

1 


# JiLJ 


1 


. 1456 


PROP. 


"MONEY NOT IMPOWTANT" 


0 


.134 


0 


.008 


1 
I 


Q n 9 P 

# "U7C 


1 


.381 7 


PROP. 


•♦COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP IMP^' 


, o 


.384 


0,. 0 1 2 


2 


.Odia 


1 


. 4427 


PROP. 


"INEQUALITY IMPORTANT" 


0 


.619 


0 


.011 


1 
1 


7SH*< 

t ' JO J 


1 


.3260 


PROP . 


"LEISURE NOT IMPORTANT" 


0 


.017 


0 


.003 


1 


.899b 


1 


.37S3 


PROP. 


"GOOD LUCK MORE IMPORTANT" 


0 


.137 


0 


.009 


C 


PS 1 0 

« C J 1 u 


1 


.5003 


PROP\ 


"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" 


- 0 


.307 


0 


.012 


c 


JJ Ov j 


1 


.4766 


PROP/ 


"PLANS NEVER WORK OUT" 


0 


.20 7 


0 


.010 


1 

1 




1 


.4075 


PROP . 


WITH NOT MUCH TO BE PKOUD OF 


0 


.100 


0 


.007 


1 


.8241 


1 


.3506 


PROP . 


WHO WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR OF TV 


0 


.852 


0 


.009 


2 


.350o 


1 


.5332 


PROP. 


EXPECTING NO KIDS \ 


0 


.099 


0 


.007 


1 


.0515 


1 


.3607 


'PROP. 


WITH SIBLINGS IN COLLEGE 


0 


.262 


0 


.009" 


1 


.46 38 


1 


.2099 


PROP # 


WITH 2 OR MOKE SIBS IN H.S. 


0 


.116 


0 


.006 


1 


.225t> 


1 


.107 1 


PROP. 


HARD OF rtEArtlNG 


0 


.015 


0 


.002 


0 


.9525 


0 


.9760 


PWOP , 


"PEOPLE -jipOF AT wORKJ! 


0 


.152 


0 


.012 


2 


.7a0b 


1 


.6555 


PROP . 


WHO' PREFER wOHK TO SCHOOL 


0*630 


0 


.0 11 


i 


.2991 


1 


.1396 


PKOP . 


"JOB ENCOURAGES GOOD HABITS" 


0 


.677 


0 


.009 


2 


.1075 


1 


.4517 


PROP 


WITH POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 


0 

... + — 


.947 


0 


.005 




.6682 


1 


.2916 


MEAN 












2 


.0999 


1 


.4333 


STANOARD DEVIATION 










0 


.6236 


0 


.2170 


MEDIAN 










2 


.0777 


1 


.441 4 


MINIMUM 










0,9525 


0 


.9760 


MAXIMUM 










3 


.5626 


1< 


.8875 


RANGE 












2 


.6101 


0 


.9115 



NUMBER OF nONCOmPUT ABLE OEFFS= 0 



J 
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-A3-23- 



SENIOR COHOWT 

DOMAIN: POST-StCOnDARY EDUCATION NUnE 
STATISTICS: BASE YEAR 



STATISTIC 



ESTIMATE 



SE 



OEFF 



DEFT 



PROP . 


PLANNING PROFESSIONAL .CAREER 


0 


. 147 


0 


.008 


1 


.681b 


] .2968 


PROP. 


ABLE TO FINISH COLLEGE 


0 


.610 


0 


.013 


2 


.33ttb 


1.5293 


PROP . 


PLANNING TO FINISH COLLEGE 


0.131 


0 


.0 0,9 


2 


.4049 


1 .5508 


PROP. 


SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 


0 


.924 


0 


.007 


2.2849 


'1 ,511b 


PROP. 


WHOSE MO THE* FINISHED COLLEGE 


0 


. 068 


0 


.009 


. 3 


.5193 


1 ,8760 


PROP . 


WHOSE FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 
MARRIED ( ^ r ~ 


0 


.104 


0 


.011 


3 


.0375 


1 .7428 


PROP . 


0 


.022 


0 


.004 


2 


.3158 


1 .5218^ 


PROP , 


EXPECTING CHILD BY 25 y/ 


0 


.626 


0 


.0 1 1 


1 


.5751 


1 ,255o 


PROP . 


STARTED FIRST JOB 


0 


.225 


0 


.011 


2 


.1513 


1 . 4bb7 


PROP . 


EXPECTING Own PLACE BY 24 


0 


.92b ' 


0 


.007 


2 


.2379 


1 .4960 


PROP. 


COMPLETED FOLL TIME EDUC. 


0 


.030 


0 


.004 


1 


.7053 • 


1 .3059 


PROP. 


WITH HANDICAP 


0 


.071 


0 


.007 


< 2 


.4438 


1.5633 


PROP. 


"SUCCESS VERY IMPORTANT" 


0 


.b34 


0 


.009 


1 


.97J0 


' 1 . 404b 


PROP', 


"MONEY NOT IMPORTANT" 


0 


. 112 


0 


.007 


1 


.&48 1' 


1 ,283b 


PROP . 


"COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP IMP" 


0 


.419 


0 


.012 


1 


.9553 


1 .3983 


PROP . 


"INEQUALITY IMPORTANT" 


0 


.560 


0 


.014 


2 


.6335 


1 .6228 


PROP. 


"LEISURE NOT IMPORTANT M 


0 


.032 


0 


.004 


1 


.7 186 


1.3110 


PROP . 


"GOOD LUCK MORE IMPORTANT" 


0 


. 187 


0 


.010 


2 


. 0304 


1 .42*49 


PROP . 


"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" 


0 


.335 


0 


.011 


1 


.6334 


1 .2780 


"prop. 


"PLANS NEVEK WORK OUT " 


0 


.268 


0 


.011 


1 


.8831 


1.3723 


PROP. 


WITH^NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF 


0 


.157 


0 


.010 


2 


.3^62 


1 .5382 


PROP . 


WHO WATCH MORE THAN ON#HOUK OF TV 1 


0 


.873 


0 


.008 


1 


.9727 


1 .4045 


PROP . 


EXPECTING NO KIDS 


0 


.098 


0 


.008 


2 


.3227 


.1 .52"1 


PROP . 


WITH SIBLINGS IN COLLEGE 


0 


.213 


0 


.010 


1 


.89^8 


1 .3765 


PROP. 


WITH 2 OR MORE SIBS IN H.S. 


0 


.168 


0 


.010 


2 


.2813 


1 .5104 


PROP . 


HARD OF HEARING 


0 


.024 


0 


.004 


2 


.2071 


1 .485b 


• PROP , 


"PEOPLE GOOF AT WORK" 


0 


.163 


0 


.007 


0 


.9992 


0 . 999r> 


PROP . 


WHO PREFER wURK TO SCHOOL 


0 


.624 


0 


.011 


1 


.4573 


1 .20 7.2 


PROP . 


"JOB ENCOURAGES GOOD HAblTS" 


0 


,807 


0- 


.0 08 


_ 1 


.2077 


1 .0969 


PROP. 


WITH POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 


0 


.901 


' 0 


.008 


2 


.241 1 


V.4970 



/ 

MEAN 

ST AND A RU DEVIATION 

MEDIAN 

MINIMUM 

MAXIMUM . 

RANGE • 

NUMBER OF NONCOMPUT ABLE DEFFS= 



2.0707 
;0 .5069 
2.0908 
0 .9992 
3.5193 
2.5201 



1 

0 
1 
0 
1 

0 



42B5 
1 7b9 
4458 
999b 
8760 
,8764 
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-A3-24- 



senior cohort 

domain: post-secondary education none 
statistics: change 





STATISTIC 




ESTIMATE 


St 


DEFF 


OEF1 


PROP. 


PLANNING PROFESSIONAL CAREER 




-0.012 


o.oio 


1 


..9570 


1 


.39b9 


PROP . 


ABLE TO FINISH COLLEGE 




0 .128 


0.013 


2 


.0819 


1 


.4429 


PROP . 


planning to finish college 




-0.007 


0.008 


1 .3397 


1 


.1574 


PROP, 


SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 




-0.013 


0.007 


1 


.4395 


1 


,199b 


PROP. 


WHOSE MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 




-0.003 


0.005 


1 


.9492 


1 


.3961 


PROP. 


WHOSE FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 




0.001 


0.005 


1 


.4977 


1 


.2238 


PROP. 


MAKRIED 




0.176 


0.0 13 


3 


.3514 


_ 4 


.8307 


PROP. 


EXPECTING CHILD bY 25 




-0 .01.1 


0.014 


1 


.7517 


1 


.3235 


PROP. 


STARTED FIRST JOB 




0 .421 


0.01b 


a 


. Itob6 


1 


. 4726 


PROP. 


EXPECTING OWN PLACE B'Y 24 




-0.006 


0.009 


l 


.9963 


1 


.4129 


PROP. 


COMPLETED FULL' TIME EDUC. 




' 0.263 


0.014 


2 


.3158 


1 


.5218 


PROP . 


WITH HANOICaP 




0,003 


0.008 


i 


.6535 


1 


.2859 


PROP. 


"SUCCESS VERY IMPORTANT" 




-0 .044 


0.0 10 


i 


.3111 


1 


. 1450 


PROP . 


"MONEY NOT IMPT>^TANT M 




0 .025 


0.012 


2 


.9788 


1 


.7 259 


PROP. 


"COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP IMP" 




-0 .045 


0.012 


1 


.4658 


1 


.210/7 


PROP. 


"INEQUALITY IMPORTANT" 




0 .056 


0.0 16 


2 


.1592 


I 


. 4694 


PROP. 


"LEISURE NOT IMPORTANT" 




> -0.016 


0.005 


1 


.7881 


1 


.3372 


PROP. 


"GOOD LUCK MORE IMPORTANT " 




-0 .054 


0.012 


1 


.9573 


1 ,3990 


PROP. 


" SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" 




-0 .035 


0.018 


2 


f 7270 


1 


.6514 


PROP. 


"PLANS NEVER WORK OUT" 1 




-0.071 


0.012 


1 


.4703 


1 


.2126 


PROP. 


WITH NOT MUCH TO BE PROUOJJF 




-0 .055 


0.0 11 


1 


.9066 


1 


.3808 


PROP. 


WHO WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR OF TV 




-0,016 


0.010 


1 


.7805 


1 


.3344 


PROP. 


EXPECTING NO MDS 




-0.004 


0.009 


2 


.0271 


1 


.^238 


PROP. 


WITH SIBLINGS IN COLLEGE 




0.064 


0*012 


1 


.8648 


1 


.36^.to 


PROP. 


WITH 2 OR MORE SIBS IN H.S. 




-0 .055 


V.oio 


1 


.9332- 


1 


.3904 


PROP . 


HARO OF HEARING 




-0.009 


0.004 


1 


,884b 


1 


.3728 


PROP. 


"PEOPLE GOUF AT WORK " 




-0.00 1 


0.017 


2 


.4883 


1 


.5774 


PROP. 


WHO PREFER WORK 10 SCHOOL 




0 .006 


0.020 


2 


. 1 to 9 0 


1 


. 4727 


PROP. 


"JOB ENCOURAGES GOOD HABITS" 




0.057 


0,009 


0 


.7846 


0 


. 8858 


PROP. 


WITH POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 




0.043 


0.007 


1 


.4280 


1 


.1950 


MEAN 










1 


.9209 


1 


.3739 


STANOARO DEVIATION 








0 


.5162 


0 


. 1858 


MEDIAN 








1 


.9199 


1 


.3856 


MINIMUM 






I 


0 


.784o 


' 0 


. 6858 


MAXIMUM 








3 


.3514 


1 


.8307 


RANGE 










2 


.5668 


0 


. 9449 


NUMBEK OF NONCOMPUT ABLE DEFFS,= 0 















\ 
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SENIOR COHORT 

DOMAIN: POST-SECUiMDAR Y EDUCATION SOME 
STATISTICS: FOLLOw-UP 





STATISTIC 


Est i ma te 




SE 


DEFF 


DEFT 


PROP. 


PLANNING PROFESSIONAL CAREER 


0 


.331 




0.008 


c 


• 1 c V o 


1 


/| LQ / 


PROP. 


ABLE TO FINISH COLLEGE 


~~ ' 0 


.944 




0.004 


-) 
c 


p n a /i 


1 
1 


/I U "i /I 


PROP . 


PLANNING TO FINISH COLLEGE 


0 


.653 




0.011 




^ 1 7 i\ 


1 


on i q 

• 7U 1 7 


PROP . 


SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 


0 


.478 




0.013 


- li 


, 7 /\ u C 


c 


1 K Q U 

• low 


PROP. 


WHOSE MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 


0 


.189 




0.012 


D 


7QAL 


C 


K 0 ^ Q 
• O v -J " 


PROP. 


WHOSE FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 


0.302 




0.013 


c 
J 


*DD DO 


d 


• JO' / 


PROP . 


MARRIED - 


0 


.057 




0 .004 


-} 
C 


n o n *^ 


1 


/i yi Q n 


PROP 1 . 


EXPECTING CHILD BY 25 


0 


.424 




0.011 


~I 

J 


/i 3 i c 

• ** c 1 o 


1 


• o m * n 


PR-OP. 


STARTED FIRST JOB 


0 


.305 




0.008 


C 


1 77/j 


1 


/I L A l, 

# M O V' o 


PROP. 


EXPECTING, OWN PLACE BY 24 


0 


:itt 




0 .005 


-) 
C 


• J -J 


1 


<^ 3 /l 3 


PROP. 


COMPLETED FULL TIME EDUC. 


0 






0.004 


C 


77u 1 
# J j" 1 


1 


• JC 7 1 


PROP. 


WITH HANDICAP 


0 


.064 




0.005 


C 


Q 7 *) /| 


1 


7 3/11 

• i c m l 


PROP . 


' "SUCCESS VERY IMPORTANT' 


0 


.854 




0 .006 


C 


a 7 /I yi 


1 


/l fi M *7 


P.ROP. 


"MONEY NOT IMPORTANT" 


0 


. 1 55 




0.006 


1 


« /bo 7 


4 
1 


/ill < O 


PROP. 


"COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP IMP" 


0 


.510 




0.009 


-> 
c 


• j^n 


1 


t J 1 ' L 


PROP . 


"INEQUALITY IMPORTANT" 


0 


.699 




0,008 


2 


.1577 


1 


.4b89 


PfctJP. 


"LEISURE NOT IMPORTANT" 


0 


.011 




0.1)02 


2 


.5b28 


1 


.6009 


PROP. 


"GOOD LUCK MORE IMPORTANT" 


0 


.080 




0.004 


1 


.4859 


1 


.2190 


F*RDP. 


^SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS " 


0 


.165 




0.007 


2 


.3b95 


1 


.5393 


PRUP . 


"PLANS NEVER WORK OUT" 


0 


.108 




0.005 


1 


.7620 


1 


.3274 


PROP. 


WITH NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF 


0 


.080 




0.005 


2 


.3555 


1 


.5348 


PROP. 


WHO WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR OF TV 


0 


.738 




0.008 


2 


. 4b60 . 


1 


. 5b 7 8 


PROP. 


EXPECTING NO KIDS 


' 0 


.098 




0.005 


1 


.9726 


1 


.4u45 


PROP. 


WITH SIBLINGS IN COLLEGE 


0 


.432 




0.009 


2 


.3585 


1 


.5357 


PROP . 


WITH 2 OR MORE SIBS IN h.S. 


0 


.089 




0.005 


2 


.2089 


J 


.4862 


PROP. 


HARD OF HEARING * 


0 


.011 




0.002 


2 


.6963 


1 


.6420 


PROP. 


"PEOPLE GOOF AT WORK" 


o 


.198 




0.008 


2 


.1754 


1 


.47<»9 


PROP. 


WHO PREFER WORK TO SCHOOL 


0 


.449 




0.010 


2 


.1499 


* 1 


.4Ub2 


PROP. 


"JOB v ENCOURAGES GOOD HaBITS" 


0 


.847 




0.006 


1 


. 6508 


1 


.2848 


PROP. 


WITH POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 


0 


.949 


i. 


0.005 


3 


.6358 


1 


. 9068 



MEAN 

STANDARD DEVIATION 
MEDIAN • 
MINIMUM 
MAX IMUM 
RANGE 

NUMBER OF NONCOMHUTABLE DEF 



2.b892 
1 . Ib95 
2.3126 
1 .4859 
o .7906 
5.3047 



1.6114 
0 . 309b 
1 .5207 
1 .2190 
2 .6059 
1 .38^9 
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SENlOR COHORT 

DOMAIN: POST-SECONDARY education some 
STATISTICS: BASE YEAR 



/ 





STATISTIC 


ESTIMATE 


SE 




#FF 


" DEFT 


PROP. 


PLANNING PROFESSIONAL CAREER 


Q 


. 33h 


o 


0 0 7 


1 


.5269 


1.2357. 


PROP. 


ABLE TO FINISH COLLEGE 


V 


90 7 


o 


0 0 8 
9 \j \j \j 


2 


.9927 


1.7299 


PROP. 


PLANNING TO FINISH COLLEGE 


^ 0 


• W w» VJ 


o 


0 10 * 


3 


.0538 


1.7475 


PROP. 


SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 


0 




o 


0 12 


a 


. l»4 b 


2.0456 


PROP. 


whose Mother finished college 


o 


1 9? 


0 


o l o 




.0983 


2.0244 


PROP. 


WHOSE FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 


o 


• -J X 


o 


0 1 1 




.327a 


- 2.0802 


PROP . 


MARRIED 


o 


-004 


o 


0 f) t 


1 


.6226 


1 .2734 


PROP. 


EXPECTING CHILD BY 25 


o 


475 


o 


* u J. -J 


a 


.5131 


2.1244 


PROP. 


STARTED FIRST JOB * 


o 


1 4 0 


o 


0 u S 


1 


.4032 


1 . Ib4jb 


PROP . 


EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 24 ' 


o 

V 


90 9 


0 


0 0 4 


1 


.31 00 


1 ; 144 b ^ 


PROP . 


COMPLETED FULL TIME EDUC. ' 




ooa 


o 


0 0 1 


1 


,6738 


1 .3b89 


PROP . 


WITH HANDICAP 


f V 


NO 41 
• y ^ — * 


o 


0 01 


1 


.5218 


1 .233o 


PROP . 


"SUCCESS VERY IMPORTANT H 


( 0 


POS 


o 


0 0 s 

• v V J 


2 


.0633 


1.4364 x 


PROP. 


"MONEY NOT IMPORTANT" 


\ 0 


li ? n 

•IX C v 


o 

V 




2 


.415)8 


1 .5543 


PROP. 


"COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP IMP" 


N o 




0 


.009 


2 


.2918 


1,5139 


PROP. 


"INEOUALITY IMPORTANT" 


V 


f DJ J 


n 


f ) 1 ft 


3 


.0 342 


1.7419 


PROP. 


"LEISURE NOT IMPORTANT " 


0 


,014 


0 


. 002 


2 


.0465 


1 .4305 


PROP. 


"GOOD LUCK MORE IMPORTANT" 


n 

V 


n H s 


f) 

V 


0(1/1 


1 


.3699 


1.17 0 4 


PROP. 


"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS " 


i) 




0 


0 0 H 
• V v o 


2 


.7852 


l' f 6b69 


PROP . 


"PLANS NEVER WORK OUT" 


o 

V 




0 


• V v o 


1 


.9495 


J. 3962 


PROP. 


WITH NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF* 


n 

V 


• v / J) 


0 


# V V D 


2 


.8696 


1 .694 0 


PROP. 


WHO WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR OF TV 


" " n 


• o J J 


o 

V 


0 f V K 


1 


.8649 


1 .3656 


PROP. 


EXPECTING NO KIDS 


A 

U 




o 


0 (\ K 


2 


. 7697 


1 .6643 


PROP. 


tflTH SIBLINGS IN COLLEGE 


0 


• 367 


0 


.008 


1 


.8978 


1 .3776 


PROP. 


WITH 2 OR MORE SIBS IN H.S. 


0 


.125 


o. 


.005 


1 


.5757 


1 .2553 


PRLMP. 


HARD OF HEARING 


0 


. 01 5 


0 


.002 


1 


. 7t>t?3 


1 .3298 


PROP. 


"PEOPLE GOOF AT WORK" 


u 


.172 


0 


.007 


2 


,0b53 


1.437 1 


PROP . 


WHO PREFER WORK 10 SCHOOL 


0 


.459 


0 


.009 


1 


.9b23 


1 .4008 


PROP . 


"JOB ENCOURAGES GOOD HABITS" 


0 


.776 


0 


r Q>0 8 


2 


.2955 


1.5151 


PROP . 


WITH POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 


0 


.911 


0 


.'to 7 


4 


.0888 


2.0221 


MEAN 












2 


.4514 


1 .5369 


STANDARD DEVIATION 










0 


.9604 


0.2933 


MEDIAN 










2 


.0643 


1 ,4367 


MINIMUM 










1 


.3100 


1 .1446 


MAXIMUM 










4 


.5131 


2.1244 


RANGE 












3 


.2031 


0 .9798 



r 



NUMBER OF NONCOMPU 1 AS'LE DEFFS= 0 
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-A3-27- 



SENIOR COHORT 

DOMAIN: PQST-SECONDARY EDUCATION SOME 

statistics: CHANGE 



■ 


STATISTIC 


ESTIMATE 


SE 


DEFF 


DEFT 


PROP. 


PLANNING PROFESSIONAL CAREER 




.00b 


0.009 


1 . 7 90.0 


1 .3379 


PROP. 


ABLE TO FINISH COLLEGE 


0 


.035 


0,005 


1 .7262 


1.3139 


PROP. 


PLANNING TO FINISH COLLEGE 


-0 


.004 


0.008 


2.300b 


i . 5 1 faa 

X • «^ X 


PROP . 


SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE * 


-0 


.110 


0.008 


1 .7291 


1 .31^9 


PROP. 


WHOSE MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 


0 


. 0 


0.005 


2.8 57 4 


l m 69o a 


PROP. 


WHOSE FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 


0 


.003 


0.005 


3.0112 


1 .7353 


PROP. 


MARRIED 


0 


.055 


v 0 . 004 


1 .8917 


1 i 3 7 5 a 


PROP. 


EXPECTING CHILD 6Y 25 > 


-0 


.042 


o.oio 


2.0202 


1 .4213 


PROP. 


STARTED FIRST JOB 


0 


. 162 


0.009 


1 .9824 


1 . flu 


PROP. 


EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 24 


0 


.ooa 


0 . 0 0<6 


1.8000 


1.34 16 


PROP. 


COMPLETED FULL TIME EDUC. 


0 


.048 


0.004 


2.0027 


1 . M 52 


PROP. 


WITH HANDICAP 


0 


.020 


0.00b 


2.6540 • 


1 • 629 1 


PROP. 


" success very important" 


-0 


.049 


0.009 


«3 .440 1 


1 * 854 7 


PROP. 


"MONEY NOT IMPORTANT" 


0 


.032 


0.010 


§?4 . a J5 1 9 


2*1052 


PROP. 


"COMMUNITY LEADERSHIP IMP" 


-0 


. 037 


0.010 


2 .3366 


1 \ 5?8b 


PROP. 


"INEQUALITY IMPORTANT" ' , 


0 


.065 


0.011 


2.52b5 


1 . 5895 


PROP. 


"LEISURE NOT IMPORTANT" 


-0 


.005 


0.002 


1.3427 


■1 .1567 


PROP. 


"GOOD LUCK MORE IMPORTANT " 


-0 


.007 


0 .004 


0.9 00 0 ' 


0.9467 


PROP. 


"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS " 




.021 


0 .009 


2.417^ 


1 .5550 


PROP. 


"PLANTS N^VER WORK OUT" 


, -o 


.035 


0.008 


2.2981 


1 .5159 


PROP.. 


WITH NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF 


-0 


.015 


0.006 


1 .680o 


1 .29t>4 


PROP. 


WHO WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR OF TV 


-0 


.099 


0.009 


2.2751 


1 . 5084 


PROP. 


EXPECTING NO KIDS 


-0 


.005 


0 .006 


1 .9283 


1 . 38bb 


PROP. 


WITH SIBLINGS IN COLLEGE 


0 


. 0t>8 


0.012 


2.9719 


1 .7239 


PROP f 


WITH 2 OR MORE SIBS IN H.S. 


-0 


.037 


0.006 


2.01 53 


1 .4196 


PROP. 


HARO OF HEARING 


-0 


.004 


0 ."002 


1 .7535 


1 .3242 


PROP. 


"PEOPLE GOOF AT WORK" 


0 


.022 


0.011 


2.14b3 


1 . 4656 


PROP. 


WHO PREFER WORK TO SCHOOL 


-o. 


,019 


* 0.014 


2.1711 


1 . 4735 


PROP. 


"JOB ENCOURAGES GOOD HABITS" 


0 , 


. 062 


0.011 


2.386b 


1 .5449 


PROP. 


WITH POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 


0 


. 042 


0.00b 


2.4 J 81 


1 .555 0 



MEAN 

STANDARD DEVIATION 

MEDIAN 

MINIMUM 

MAXIMUM 

RANGE 

NUMBER OF NONCOMPUTABLE UEFFSs 



2.2402 
0 .bbOl 
2. 1587 
0 .9000 
4.4319 
3.5319 v 



1 . 4818 
.0.214 1 
1 . 4692 

0 . 9487 
2. 1052 

1 . 1565 




-A3-28- 



SENIOR COHORT 
DOMAIN: ALL STUDENTS 

STATISTICS: FOi_LOW-UP CORRELATIONS 





STATISTIC 


• ESTIMATE 


SE 


OEFF 


DEFT 


EDUC COMPLETE WITH IMP OF LEISURE 


-0 - 


04b 


"0 


.015 


2.2647 


1 .5049 


EDUC COMPLETE wITH PRIDE 


0 . 


uol 


0 


.012 


1 . 4 02b 


1 .1643 


MOM 


COLL GR AO WlTrl PRIDE 


0 . 


042 


0 


.013 


1 ,«6 o 4 6 


1 .297.7 


MOM 


COLL GR AD WITH EDUC COMPLETE' 


-o . 


121 


0 


.010 


1.0121 


I .0060 


PROF 


' CAREER WITH PRIDE 


0 „ 


018 


0 


.012 


1 .4b2o 


ll 20 95 


PROF 


' CAREER WITH EDUC COMPLETE 


-0 . 


154 


0 


.010 


1 .0453 


1 .0224 


IMP 


OF SUCCESS WITH IMP OF LEISURE 


0 . 


120 


0 


.016 


2.7b2b. 


1 .6b2l 


IMP 


OF SUCCESS WITH PRIDE 


0 . 


050 


0 


.013 


1 .7227 


1 .3125 * 


IMP 


OF SUCCESS WITH MOM COLL. GR AD 


' ■ 0. 


0 17 


0 


.014 


2. 019b 


1 .4211 


IMP 


OF SUCCESS WITH PROF CAREER 


0 . 


029 


0 


.010 


1 . 0541 


1 .0267 


ATT 


TO SELF WITH PkIDE 


-0 . 


270 


0 


.015 


2.447d 


1 . 564b 


ATT 


TO SELF WITH EDUC .COMPLETE 


-0 . 


002 


0 


.015 


2.2151 


1 . 4d«3 


ATT 


TO SELF WITH PROF CAREEK 


-0. 


017 


0 


.015 


2.3114 


1 .5203 


ATT 


TO SELF WITH IMP OF SUCCESS 


-0. 


105 


0 


.014 


2.0363 


1.42/1 


PPL 


GOOF OFF WITH PRIOE 


0. 


007 


(I 


fi 1 7 


2.1491 


1 .4b60 


PPL 


GOOF OFF WITH EDUC COMPLETE , 


0. 


045 


0 


.017 


2.1710 


1 .4734 


PPL 


GOOF 6*FF WITH PKOF CAREER 


-0. 


038 


0 


.017 


2.247b 


1 .4992 


PPL 


GOOF OFF WITH IMP OF SUCCESS 


0. 


067 


0 


.017 


2.2382 


1.4961 


" IMP 


OF COMM LEAUERS'WITH ImP OF LEISURE 


0. 


057 


0 


.01.4 


2.0712 


1 .4392 


IMP 


OF COMM LEADERS WITH PRIDE 


0. 


040 


0 


.013 


1 .7 029 


1 .3049 


IMP 


OF COMM LEAOERS WITH MOM COLL GRAD 


0. 


051 


0 


.014 


2.0005 


1 .4144 


IMP 


OF COMM LEADERS WITH PROF CAREER 


0. 


008 


0 


.013 


1 .7591 


1 .32o3 


IMP 


OF COMM LEADERS WITH ATT TO SELF 


-0. 


174 


0 


.012 


1 .5089 


1 .2284 


imp' 


OF. COMM LEADERS WITH PPL GOOF OFF 


0. 


021 


0 


.016 


1 .95tt8 


1 .399b 


ABLE 


TO COMP COLL wl 1 H PRIOE 


0. 


108 


0 


.014 


2.017b 


1 .4204 


ABLE 


TO COMp COLL WITH EDUC COMPLETE 


-0. 


1 8b 


0 


.018 


3. 4444 


1 .8559 


ABLE 


TO COMP COLL WITH PROF CAREER 


0. 


137 


0 


.012 


1.5712 


1 .2535 


ABLE 


. TU COMP COLL WITH IMP* OF SUCCESS 


0. 


119 


0 


.014 


2.0975 


1 .4483 


ABLE 


TO COMP COLL WITH PPL GUOF OFF 


-0,015 


0 


.018 


2.5330 


1 .5915 


ABLE 


TO COMP COLL W/ IMP UF o COMM LEADERS 

* 


0. 


124 


0 


.010 


1,05«9 


1 .0290 



MEAN 

STANDARD DEVIATION 

MEDIAN 

MINIMUM *" 

MAXIMUM. 

RANGE 

NUMBER OF NONCOMPU ( ABLE DEFFS: 

f 




1.9324 
0.5407 
2. 0 lflb 
1.0121 
3. 4444 
2.4323 



.37b4 

.1976 ' 

.4207 

.OQoOa 

.8559^ 

.8499 



259 



ERIC 



-A3-29- 



SENIOR COHORT 

DOMAIN: ALL STUDENTS 

STATISTICS: BASE TEAR CORRELATIONS 





STATISTIC 


ESTIMATE 


SE 


DEFF 


DEFT 


EDUC 


COMPLETE VUTH IMP OF LEISURE 


-0.045 


0.015 


2.3493 


1 .5327 


EOUC 


COMPLETE WITH PRIDE • 


-0.043 


•0.013 


1 ,680b 


. 1.2964 


.MOM 


COLL GRAO AlTh PRIDE 


,0.056 


0.013 


. 1 .5275 


1 .2359 


MOM 


COLL- GKAD WITH EDUC COMPLETE 


' -0.0 OS 


0.014 


1 .7b47 


1.3284 


PROF 


CAREER WITH PRIDE 


0.052 


.0.015 


2.2645 


1.5115 


PKOF 


CAREER WITH EDUC COMPLETE 


-0.034 


ti. 010 


1.0171 


1 .0085 


Imp 


OF SUCCESS wITH ImP OF LEISURE 


0.151 


jW.U19 


4 . 1 UOb 


2 .0250 


imp 


OF SUCCESS WlTn PRIDE 


0 .063 


0 . 0 1.4 


2.0OO1 


1 .4361 


IMP 


UF SUCCESS WITH MOM COLL GRAD 


0 , 0 


6.015 


2. 1.27b 


1 .458b 


Imp 


OF SUCCESS WITH PKOF CAKEEk 


0.05b 


U . U 12 


1 .5420 


1.2418 


ATT 


TO SELF WITH PRIDE 


-0.241 


0.015 


2.415^ 


1 .5542 


ATT 


TO SELF wITrt EDUC COMPLETE 


0.043 


0.014 


1*9507 


1 .39b7 


ATT 


TO SElF wITH PROF CAREEk 2 J 


-0.024 


0.017 


2.9342 


1 .7129 


ATT 


TO SELF wITm IMP OF SUCCESS 1 


-6 .097 


0.012 


. 1.52b9 


1 .2357 


PPL 


GOOF UFF WITH PK IDE 


0.035 


0.013 


1 .4b92 


1 .2121 


PPL 


GOOF OFF WITH EDUC COMPLETE 


0.0 


0.013 


1.4700 


1 .2124 


PPL 


GOOF OFF WITH PROF CAREER 


-0.014 


0.014 


1.7530 


1 .3240 


PPL 


GOOF OFF WITH IMP OF SUCCESS 


0.051 


0.017 


2.b547 


1 .6293 


Imp 


OF COmm LEADERS *1TH ImP OF LEISURE 


0.059 


0.012 


1 .5832 


1 .2582- 


IMP 


OF COMM LEADERS WITH PRIDE 


0 , ObO 


0.013 


1.754 1 


1 .3244 


IMP 


OF COMM LEADERS WITH MUM COLL GRAD 


0.094 


0.012 


1 .3551 


1 .1641 


Imp 


OF COMM lEADEkS WITH PROF CAREER 


0 .047 


0.014 


2. 0667 


1 .437b 


IMP 


OF COMM LEAUfcNS WITH ATT TO SELF 


-0 . 164 


0.012 


1 .5440 


1 ,242b 


IMP 


OF COMM LEADEKS WITH PPL GOOF OFF 


0.014 


0.017 


2.6166 


1 .bl82 


ABLE 


TO COMP COLL wITH PRIDE 


0, lb4 


0.015 


2.3915 


1 .54t>4 


ABLE 


TO COMP COLL WITH EDUC COMPLETE 


-0.084 


0.01b 


2.b945 


'1 .6415 


ABLE 


TO COMP COL^L WITH PROF CAREEN 


0.150- 


0.010 


1.0811 


1 .03 96 


ABLE 


TO COMP COLt wITH IMP OF SUCCESS 


0 . 13b 


0.015 


2.5017 


1 .581 7 


ABLE 


TO COMP COLL WITH PPL GOOF OFF. 


0.018 


0.013 


1.5303 . 


1 .2370 


ABLE 


TO COMP COLL w/ IMP OF COMM LEADERS 


0.113 


0.013 


1 .8399 


1 . 35b4 



MEAN 

STANDARD DEVIATION 

MEDIAN ; ' 

MINIMUM 

MAXIMUM 

RANGE 

NUMBEN OF NONCUMPUTAbLE DEFFS= 1 0 



1 .9666 

0 .6361 

1 .8023 
1.0171 
4.100b 
3.0 a 55 



1 .3934 



0 
1 
1 

2 
1 



2157 
3424 
0085 
0250 
0165 
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APPENDIX 4 



ESTIMATES OF PROPORTIONS, MEANS, STANDARD ERRORS, AND DESIGN EFFECTS 

Sophomore Cohort: 



Note: Design effects and root design effects which round 
to 0.0 were not used in calculating means. The 
number of such design effects is given in the last 
line of each table. 
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-A4-1- 

SOPHOMORE COHORT 
OOmain: ALL STUDENTS 
STATISTICS: FOLLOw-UP 

STATISTIC | 

IN VOCATIONAL PROG. 
WORKED LAST WEEK ^ 
WORKING AT CLERICAL JOB 
"PEOPLE GOOF OFF AT WORK " 
"WORK BETTER THAN SCHOOL" 
"WORK ENC0URA6E GOOD HABITS" 
FATHER NON PROFESSIONAL 
FATHER FINISHED CULLEGE 
MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 
WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR TV 
SUCCESS IN WORK VERY IMPORT . 
MONEY NOT IMPORTANT 
BEING COMMUNITY LEADER IMP. 
LIVING CLOSE TO PARENTS IMP. 
LEISURE NOT IMP. 
POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 
"LUCK MORE IMP. THAN WORK 
"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS " 
"PLANS DON'T WORK OUT" 
"NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF" 
CORRECTING INEQUALITY NOT IMP 
NO SERIOUS TROUBLE WITH LAW 
PHYSICALLY UNATTRACTIVE 
MARRIED 

EXPECTING KIDS BY 25 

EXPECTING OWN RLACE BY 2a 

EXPECT TO FINISH COLLEGE 

SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 

EXPECTING NO KIDS 

HARD ORfeHEARING 

VOCAB. SCORE 

REAOING SCOkE 

MATH, PART 1 SCORE 

MATh, PART 2 SCOKE 

SCIENCE SCORE 

WRITING SCORE 

CIVICS SCORE 



MEAN (PROPORTIONS ONLY J 
MEAN 

STANDARD DEVIATION 

MEDIAN 

MINIMUM 

MAXIMUM 

RANGE 

NUMBER UF NONCUMPUTABLE DEFFS= 0 



V 

( 



ESTIMATE 




SL 


DEFF 


DEFT 


0.270 


0 


. 00 / 


6.9215 


2.6309 


0.532 


0 


.005 


2.8044 


1 .6746 


0.250 


0 


.005 


3.0796 


1 .7549 


0. 132 


0 


.004 


2. 9584' 


1 .7200 


0.513 


0 


.005 


2. 1490 


1 .4659 


0.7 09 


0 


.004 


2.1141 


1.4540 


0.667 


0 


.005 


6.2755 


2.5051 


0.213 


0 


.007 


7 . 0404 


2.6534 


0. 13b 


0 


.005 


5.3740 


2.3182 / 


0.791 


0 


.003 


1 .4802 


1.2166 


0.B60 


0 


.003 


1 .9604 


1.4002 


0.103 


0 


.003 


2*5466 


1 .5965 


0.47b 


0 


.006 


3.7477 


1 .9359 


0.707 


0 


.005 


/ 3. 1469 


1.7740 


0,017 


0 


.001 


1.5518 


1 .2457 


0.932 


0 


,002 


1 ,5636 


1 .2504 


0.127 


0 


.003 


1.9857 


1 .4091 


0.256 


0 


.005 


3.121 8 


1 .7669 


0. 199 


0 


.004 


2.4342 


1 .5602 


0. 12b, 


0 


.0 03 


1.9916 


1.4113 


0.39b 


0 


.004 


1 .7382 


1.3164 


0.949 


0 


.003 


4.8449 


2.2011 


0,103 


0 


• 003 


2.48u2 


1 .5749 


, 0.035 


0 


.002 


2. 8830 


1 .6979 


0.538 


0 


.005 


2.4038 


1 .5504 


0.921 


0 


.002 


1.3256 


1 .1514 


- 0.362 


0 


.007 


5.2876 


2.2995 


0 . 744 


0 


.00b 


4.6928 


2.1663 


0.089 


0 


.003 


2.7064 


1.64 51 


0.019 


0 


.001 


1.4719 


1 .2132 


10.387 


0 


. 0B5 


5.7759 


2.4033 


7.657 


0 


.07 2 


5.217 1 


2.2841 


10.B20 


0 


.143 


7.4071 


,2.7216 


2.73b 


0 


.041 


5.0310 


,2.2430 


9.a75 


0 


.073 ' 


5. 9694 


2-4432 


9.503 ■ 


0 


.07 a 


4.9930 


2.2345 


5.441 


0 


.037 


4.3264 


2.0800 








3^362 


1 .7187 








3V5893 


1 .8371 








1.804 1 


0 .4695 








2. 9584 


1 .7200 








1 .3256 


1 .' l 51 4 








7.4071 


2.7216 








6.0813 


1 .5702 
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sophomore cohort 
domain: all students 
statistics: 8ase y t a k 



STATISTIC 


EST 


I MATE 




5E 




DhFF 




DEFJ. 


IN VOCATIONAL PROG. 


0 


.'2.1 2 


0 


.006 


M. 

5 


.7053 


2 


.388b 


WORKED LAST WEEK 


0 


.362 


0 


.005 • 


2 


.9013 


1 


.7033 


WORKING AT CLEKICAL -JOB - - . " 


0 


.062 


0 


,003 


2 


.b492 


1 


.627b 


"PEOPLE GOOF OFF A.I, WO}** ■ ; 


0 


. lo3 


. 0 


.003 


1 


.3556 


1 


1644 


"WORK BETTER THAN .SCHOOL" 


0 


.557 


0 


.006 


3 


. 0496 


1 


.7464 


"WORK ENCOURAGE GOOD "HABITS" * 

father non PROFE'striUiiAL" '.. 


0 


.722 


0 


.003 


0 


.9449 


0 


.9720 


0 


.883 


0 


.004 


3 


-1816 


1 


.7637 


FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE '", * 


0 


.225 


0 


.007 


5 


.30 7 7 


2 


.3038 


MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE " ^ 
WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR TV 


0 


.139 


0 


.005 


4 


• 5075 


2 


.1231 


0 


.909 


0 


.003 


2 


.8953 


- 1 


.7016 


SUCCESS IN WORK VEkY IMPORT. 


0 


.650 


0 


.0u3 


1 


.8457 


1 


.3566 


MONEY NOT IMPORTANT 


0 


.102 


0 


.003 


2 


.5556 


1 


.598b 


BEING COMMUNITY LEADER IMP. • 


0 


.539 


0 


.005 


2 


.578 1 


1 


.b056 


LIVING CLOSE TO PARENTS IMP. 


0 


.749, 


0 


.004 


2 


.1999 


1 


.4832 


LEISURE NOT IMP. 


0 


.022 


0 


.001 


1 


.1894 


1 


.0906 


POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO S£LF . * 


0 


.909 


0 


.002 


1 


.1311 


1 


. 0635 


H LUCK MORE IMP. THAN WORK" 


0 


.155 


0 


.003 


i 


.6117 


1 


.2695 


,l SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" 


0 


.301 


0 


.004 


1 


.735b 


1 


.3174 


"PLANS DON'T WORK UUT H 


0 


.221 


0 


.004 


2 


.1900 


1 


. 4799 


"NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF" 


0 


.156 


0 


.003 


1 


.6226 


1 


.2736 


CORRECTING INEQUALITY NOT IMP 


0 


.363 


0 


.003 


1 


.0026 


1 


.0013 


NO SERIOUS) TROUBLE WlTn LAW 


0 


.944 


0 


.002 


1 


.9442 


1 


.3943 


PHYSICALLT UNATTRACTIVE 


0 


.166 


0 


.003 


1 


.6057 


1 


.2672 


MARRIED 


0 


.003 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


EXPECTING KIDS BY 25 


0 


% 583 


0 


.004 


1 


.5b29 


1 


.2501 


Expecting own place by 2a 


0 


.929 


0 


.002 


1 


.4b92 


1 


.2121 


EXPECT TO FINISH COLLEGE 


0 


.397 


0 


.006 


3 


.9164 


1 


.9790 


SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 


, 0 


.600 


0 


.005 


3 


.9431 


1 


.9657 


EXPECTING NO KIDS 


0 


i 101 . 


0 


.003 


2 


.4584 


1 


.5679 


HARO OF HEARING 


0 


. 024 


0 


.001 


1 


.0342 


1 


.0170 


VOCAB. SCORE 


6 


.479 


0 


. 066 * 


4 


. 069tt 


2 


.0174 


READING SCORE 


6 


.649 


0 


.060 


4 


. 0246 


2 


.OObl 


MATH, PART 1 SCORE 


9 


.601 


0 


. 1 lb 


5 


.6457 


2 


.,37 bl 


MATH, PART 2 SCORE 


2 


.494 


0 


.039 


5 


.1483 


2 


.2690 


SCIENCE SCORE 


8 


.777 


0 


.069 


5 


.5397 


■2 


.353 7 


WRITING SCORE 


8 


.127 


0 


.070 


4 


.5226 


2 


.1266 


CIVICS SCORE 


4 


.479 


0 


.039 


5 


.1815 


2 


.2763 


MEAN (PROPORTIONS UNLY) 










2 


.417 1 


1 


.5079 


MEAN 










2 


.8952 


1 


.6«32 


STANDARD DEVIATION ft 










I 


.5260 


0 


. 44dO 


MEDIAN 










2 


,5668 


1 


.6021 


MINIMUM 










0 


.9449 


0 


.9720 


MAXIMUM 










b 


. 7 0 5'3 


2 


.388b 


RANGE 










a 


-7b04 


1 


.41 b6 



NUMBER OF NONCUmPuT AbLE UEFFS= l 
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SOPHOMORE COHORT 
DOMAIN: ALL STUDENTS 
STATISTICS: CHANGE 

STATISTIC 

IN VOCATIONAL PKOG. 
WORKED LAST WEEK 
WORKING AT CLERICAL JOB 
"PEOPLE GOOF OFF AT WORK" 
"WORK BETTER THAN SCHOOL* 
"WORK ENCOURAGE GOOD HABITS" 
FATHER NON PROFESSIONAL 
FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 
MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 
WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR TV 
SUCCESS IN WORK VERY IMPORT. 
MONEY NOT IMPORTANT 
BEING COMMUNITY LEADER IMP . 
LIVING CLOSE TO PARENTS IMP. 
LEISURE NOT IMP. 
POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 
"LUCK MORE IMP. THAN WORK 
"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" 
"PLANS DON'T WORK OUT" 
"NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF" 
CORRECTING INEQUALITY NOT IMP 
NO SERIOUS TROUBLE wITh LAW 
PHYSICALLY UNATTRACTIVE 
MARRIED 

EXPECTING KIDb BY 25 
EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 2a 
EXPECT TO FINISH COLLEGE 
SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 
EXP€CT'ING NO KIDS 
HARD OF HEARING 
VOCAB. SCORE 
READING SCOKE 

MATH, PART 1 SCORE "* / 

MATh, PART 2 SCORt 
SCIENCE SCORE 
WRITING SCORE 
CIVICS SCORE 



MEAN (PROPORTIONS ONLY) 
MEAN 

STANDARD DEVIATION 

MEDIAN 

MINIMUM 

MAXIMUM 

KANGE 

NUMbER OF NONCOMPUTAHLE DEFFij- 0 




ESTIMATE 


SE 


DEFF 


DEFT 


0.054 


0 . 004 


1 .b4b4 


1 .2831 


0.177 


0.005 


1 .b506 


1 .2*4/ 


0. Ib8 


0.005 


2/0333 


1 .4260 


-0.033 


0 ♦ 004 


1 .1836 


1 .0880 


-0.04b 


0.00b 


1.4872 


1 .2195 


U.077 


0.005 


1 .35o4 


1 . 184 7 


0 .002 


0.002 


0 .95^0 


0 .9757 


-0.001 


0.002 


1 .2415 


1.1142 


-0.002 


0.0(52 


1 .b009 


1 .2b53 


-0.11b 


0.003 


1 .1929 


1 .0922 


j 0.009 


0.004 


1 .9246 


1 . 36*7 3 


0.0 


0.O03 


1 .5772 


1 .2559 


-0.057 


0^0 0 5 


1 .7508 


1 .3232 


-0.04b 


0. 005 


2 .1302 


1 .4595 


-0.00b 


U. 002 


2.7791 


1 .6671 


0.027 


0.003 


1 .8007 


1 .3419 


. -0.030 


0.004 


2-0671 


1 .4447 


-0.047 


0.005 


1.8100 


1 .345« 


-0.02b 


0 t . 004 


1.4130 


- 1.1887 


-0.03b 


0*. 0 04 


1 .8330 


1 .3539 


0.033 


0.005 


1 .b07b 


1 .2679 


' 0.007 


0.002 


1 .4052 


1 .1854 


-0,063 


0.O04 


2.0809 


1 .442b 


0.035 


O.o0'2 


2. 1982 


1 .4826 


-0 .037 


0.005 


1 .6131 


1.2701 


-0.006 


0.003 


1 .6546 


1 .'2663 


-0.021 


0. 004 


1 .7280 


1 .3145 


-0.059 


0.004 


1 .9387 


1 .3917 


-0 .020 


0.004 


3.02bl 


1 .73/*6 


-0.004 


0. 002 


3.3381 


1 .8271 


2.070 


0.040 


2.81b4 


1 .6782 


1.177 


0.02b 


1 . 1.454 


1.0702 


1 .352 


0.053 


2 .5411 


1 . 594 1 


0.317 


0.024 


1 .92b2 


- 1 .3879 


0 .884 


0.033 


2.0444 


1 .42^6 


1 .b03 


0 . 044 


2.8714 


1 .6945 


lj.056 


0,035 


3.4508 


1.857b 






1.8013 


U3296 






1.9145 


1 .367b 






0 .bl09 


0 .2 J 30. 






1 .8007 


1 .3419 






0.9520 


0.9757 






3 . 4508 


1 .857b 






2 .4966 


0.8819 
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-A4-4- 



SOPHOMORE COHORT 
OOMAIN: RACE WHITE OTHER 
SIATISTICS: FOLLOw-UP 



STATISTIC 


ESTIMATE 




SE 
• 




UEFF 




DEFT 


IN VOCATIONAlfi^PROG. 


A 


• C H / 


0 


,00b 


3 


.7247 


1 


.9300 


WORKEO LAST WEEK 




CO 1 


0 


.00b 


. 2 


.8466 


1 


.6876 


WORKING A f CLERICAL JOB 


A 

u 


D /i (J 


0 


.006 


3 


.1545 


1 


. 7761 


"PEOPLE GOOF OFF AT WORK " 


A 

u 


1 XX 


0 


.005 


3 


.2876 


1 


.8132 


"WORK BETTER THAN SCHOOL" 


A 




0 


.0 05 


1 


.54b5 


1 


.243b 


"WORK ENCOURAGE GOOD HABITS" 


A 
U 


7 A*1 


0 


.005 


2 


.2891 


1 


.5130 


FATHER NON PROFESSIONAL 


fl 

u 


M 7 li 
• Or V 


0 


.005 


3 


.9b62 


1 


.9915 


FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 


f 1 


D /i p 


0 


.006 


b 


.0415 


^2 


.4579 


MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 


n 
U 




0 


.007 


6 


.8497 


2 


.6172 


WATCH MOKE THAN ONE HOUR TV 


A 


7 7 A 


0 


.004 


1 


.7474 


1 


.3219 


SUCCESS IN WORK VERY IMPORT. 


r\ 

u 


. O J J 


0 


.004 


2 


.35bb 


1 


.5351 


MONEY NOT IMPORTANT 


A 

u 


1 1 A 

• X 1 u 


0 


.003 


1 


.6996 


1 


.3037 


BEING COMMUNITY LEADER IMP . 


A 


/i c: 1 


0 


.00b 


2 


.6587 


1 


.b30b 


LIVING CLOSE TO PARENTS IMP. 


0 


7 A O 


0 


.00b 


3 


.2002 


1 


. 7689 


LEISURE NO I IMP. 


0 


A 1 D 


0 


.001 


1 


.4923 


1 


.221b 


POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 






0 


.003 


2 


.2940 


1 


.5146 


"LUCK MORE IMP. THAN WOKK 


n 
U 


A Q 14 


0 


.003 


1 


.7600 


1 


.3267 


"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCQEbS" 




♦ C_J U 


0 


.005 


2 


.3689 


1 


.5391 


"PLANS DON'T WORK OUT" 


U 


1 7C 

. X ( o 


0 


.004 


1 


.9077 


1 


.3612 


"NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF" 


u 




0 


.003 


1 


.5681 


1 


.2522 


CORRECTING INEQUALITY NOT IMP 


A 

u 


ft X A 


0 


.005 


1 


.8598 


1 


.3638 


NO SERIOUS TROUBLE WITH LAW 




gc i 


0 


.003 


3 


.5330 


1 


.8796 


PHYSICALLY UNATTRACTIVE 


A 
U 


AQQ 


0 


.003 


1 


.6245 


1 


.3507 


MARRIED 


A 
U 


♦ UjO 


0 


.002 


1 


.9970 


1 


.4132 


EXPECTING KIDS BY 25 


A 


• JCJ 


0 


.00b 


2 


.4720 


1 


.5723 


EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 24 


U 




0 


.003 


2 


.5440 


1 


.5950 


EXPECT TO FINISH COLLEGE 


0 


.409 


0 


.009 


5 


.9599 


2 


.4413 


SATISFIED W^TH LESS THAN COLLEGE 


0 


. / 3 1 


0 


.007 


4 


.4030 


2 


.0983 


EXPECTING 'NC IKIDS 


0 


.087 


0 


.003 


1 


.9633 


1 


.4012 


HARD OF HEARING 


0 


A * Q 


0 


.002 


4 


» 1449 


2 


.0359 


V0CA8 . SCORE -V 


4 4 
1 1 


• odl 


0 


.067 


4 


.8783 


2 


.2087 


READING SCORE 


5 


r 7 M 

.574 


0 


. 074 ' 


3 


.899a 


1 


.9747 


V MATH, PART 1 SCORE 


1 2 


/i /> i 
.44j 


o 


.147 


5 


.6200 


2 


.3706 


MATH, PART 2 SCORE 


3 


. lbl 


0 


.047 


4 


.3933 


2 


.0960 


SCIENCE SCORE 


1 o 




6 


. Obb 


3 


.9835 


1 


.9959 


WRITING SCORE 


1 o 




0 


.077 


4 


.2667 


2 


.0656 


CIVICS SCORE 


5 


.861 


0 


.036 


0 


.9307 


0 


.9647 


MEAN (PROPORTIONS UNLY) 




i 






2 


.9154 


1 


.6666 


MEAN 










3 


. 1 199 


1 


.7209 


SIANOARD DEVIATION 










1 


.4634 


0 


.4034 


MEDIAN 










2 


.6587 


1 


.6306 


MINIMUM 










0 


.9307 


0 


.9647 


MAXIMUM 










6 


.8497 


2 


.6 172 


RAN(?E 










5 


.9190 


1 


.6 525 



NUMBEK OF NONCOMPUTABLE DEFFS= 0 
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sophomore cohort ~ 
domain: race white other 
statistics: base year 



STATISTIC 




ESTIMATE 


SE 




DEFF 




DEFT 


IN VOCATIONAL PROG. 




0.177 


0 .00b 


4 


.5631 


2 


.1362 


WORKED LAST WEEK 




0.39b • 


0.00b 


a 


.799U 


1 


.6730 


wORMNG AT CLERICAL JOB 




0.075 


0 .003 


2 


.0562 


1 


.4339 


" PEOPLE GOOF OFF AT HO.KK" ^ . 




0,161 


0.003 


. 0 


.9992 


0 


.9996 


"WORK BETTER THAN SCHOOL M 




0.57a 


0 .00b 


2 


.2530 


1 


.5010 


"WORK ENCOURAGE GOOO HABITS" 




0.709 


0.004 


1 


.1822 


1 


.0873 


FATHER NON PROFESSIONAL 




0.872 


0 .004 


2 


.1637 


1 


.4709 


FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 




0.251 


0 .006 


4 


.8234 


2 


.1962 


MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 




0.151 


0 . OuOb 


4 


.4022 


2 


.0961 


WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR TV 




0.905 


0.003 


A 


.9309 


1 


.3896 


SUCCESS IN WORK VEKY IMPOKT. 




4, o va 5 3 


0.003 


1 


.3091 


1 


.1441 


money not important , 




0.106 


0.003 


1 


.7379 


1 


.3163 


BEING COMMUNITY LEADER IMP. 




0.525 


0.00b 


2 


.5987 


' 1 


.6120 


LIVING CLOSE TO PAnENTS IMP. 




0.750 . 


0 .004 


1 


.5455 


1 


.2432 


LEISURE NOT IMP. 




0.017 


0.001 


1 


.0641 


1 


.0412 


POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 




0.905 


0 ,003 


1 


.7152 


1 


.3097 


"LUCK MORE IMP. THAN WORK 




0.117 


0.003 


1 


.4465 


1 


.2027 


"SOMEONE PREVtNTS SUCCESS " 




0 .279 


0 .004 


I 


.2760 


1 


.1305 


"PLANS OON'T WORK OUT" 




0.195 


0 .005 


2 


.6485 


1 


.6274 


"NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF" 




0.137 


0.003 


1 


.2736 


1 


.12B6 


CORRECTING INEUUAL11 * NOT IMP 




0.387 


0 .004 


1 


.2192 


1 


.1042 


NO SERIOUS TROUBLE WITH LAW 




0 .94tt 


0.002 


, 1 


.4462 


1 


.2026 


PHYSICALLY UNATTRACTIVE 




0.168 


0.003 


1 


.1220 


1 


.0592 


MARRIED 




0*002 


0 . 0 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


EXPECTING KIDS BY 25 <t 




0.581 


0.005 


1 


.7348 


1 


.3171 


EXPECTING OWN PLACE B,Y 24 




0.941 ' 


0.002 


1 


.2447 


1 


.1156 


EXPECT TO FINISH COLLEGE 




0.411 


0.007 


3 


.6813 


1 


.9187 


SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 




* 0.795 


0.005 


2 


.7416 


1 


.6558 


EXPECTING NO KIDS 




0.096 


0 .003 


1 


.8124 


1 


.3463 


HARD OF HEAKING - 




0.023 


0 .002 


3 


.0257 


1 


.7394 


VOCAB. SCORE J^J 




9.601 


0.072 


3 


.6143 


1 


.9011 


READING SCORE 




7.490 


0 .066 


3 


.50 32 


1 


.87 17 


MATH, PART i v score \ 


\ 


11 .324 


D. 126 


5 


.0654 


2 


.250b 


MATH, PART & $COk£ 




2.869 


0. 043 


4 


.2557 


2 


. 0629 


SCIENCE SCORE"' 




9.796 


0 . 067 


4 


.3243 


2 


.0795 


WHITING SCORE 




9.123 


0. 0 76 


4 


.1479 


2 


.0366 


CIVICS SCORE 

t 

V 




4.021 


0 .042 


1 

J 


.2299 


1 


.1090 


i 

MEAN* (PROPORTIONS ONLY) 








2 


.1324 


1 


.4208 


MEA*N. 








2 


.4439 


1 


.5143' 


STANDARD DEVIATION 








1 


.2670 


0 


.3938 


MEDIAN 








1 


.99.35 


1 


.4117 


MINIMUM 








0 


.99S 2 


0 


,999b 


MAXIMUM 








5 


.0654 


2 


.2506 


RANGE 








4 , 


. U662 


1 


.2510 



NUMBEK OF NONCOMPUT ABLE DEFFS= " 1 



266 



9 

ERIC 



sophomore cohort 
domain: race, white qthek 
statistics: change 



0 



STATISTIC 


ESTIMATE 




SE x 




DEFF 


DEFT 


IN VOCATIONAL PROG , 




f v U U 


0 


.005 


1 


.9557 


1 .3965 


worked last week 


KJ 


1 

* 1 7V 


0 


.007 


2 


.1926 


1 ,4808 


WORKING AT CLERICAL JOB 


o 


1 7 h 

♦ I/O 


0 


.005 


1 


.5014 


1 .2253 


"PEOPLE GOOF OFF AT WORK " 




• V _/ H 


0 


,005 


1 


,3780 


1 .1739 


"WORK BETTER THAN SCHOOL" 


_ A 


h 11 S 


0 


.007 


1 


.5043 


1 .2265 


"WORK ENCOURAGE 6000 HABITS" 


0 


0 M/l 


0 


.00b 


1 


.4073 


1 .1863 


FATHER NON PROFESSIONAL 


o 


o 


0 


.003 


1 


.5159 


1 .2312 


FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 


o 


l"l 


0 


.003 S 


2 


. 1 149 


1.4543 


MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 




00? 


0 


.002 


1 


.2024 


1 .096*5 


WATCH MORE THAN OnE HOUR TV 




♦ ICO 


0 


.003 


0 


.8063 


0.b9j» 


SUCCESS IN WORK VEKY IMPORT. 




O 0 1 


0 


.004 


1 


.340 0 


1.157* 


MONET NOT IMPORT AN 1 


0 

v 


ft ft 3 
• \j \j -j 


0 


.003 


1 


.0698 


1.043* 


BEING COMMUNITY LEADER IMP. 


V 


Oh^ 


Q 


.006 


1 


.8296 


1 .3527 


LIVING CLOSE TO PARENTS IMP. 


_ A 


11/1/1 


0 


.006 


2 


.2455 


1 .4985 


LEISURE NOT IMP. 


v 


0 ft f» 


0 


.001 


0 


.b4b7 


0 .8042 


POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 


A 
u 


• U C J 


0 


.003 0T 


1 


.2360 


1.1117 


"LUCK MORE IMP. THAN WORK 


• V 


ft Pft 

• v C v 


0 


.005 


2 


.7878 


1 .6697 


"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" 


— 0 


• V 7 


0 


.006 


1 


. 9694 


1 .4034 


"PLANS DON'T WORK UUT" 




0 Pf> 
• V C v 


0 


.005 


1 


.7284 


1 .3147 


"NOT MUCH TO BE* PROUD OF" 


-A 


() 3 1 


0 


,6\n 


1 


^44b2 


1 .2034>' 


CORRECTING I^EMUALlTY NOT IMP 


- 0 


# V/ M J 


0 


• 00 L 


1 


.6033 


1 .2662 


NO SERIOUS TROUBLE WITH LAW 
PHYSICALLY UNATTRACTIVE 
MARRIED . » 


o 


005 


0 


.oor 


1 


.0917 


1 . 0448 


-0 

V 


07 1 


0 


,004 


1 


.5582 / 


1 .2463 


o 


035 


0 


.002 


1 


.6248 


1 .2747 


EXPECTING KIDS BY 25 






0 


. 00b«% 


1 


.7276 , 


1 .3144 


EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 2a 




ft ft 7 


0 


.003 


1 


.3991 


1 .182b 


EXPECT TO FINISH COLLEGE 


-0 


,011 


0 


.004 


1 


,2540 


1 . 1198 


SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 


w 




0 


.004 


1 


.4303 


1 .1960 


EXPECTING NO KIDS 


-0 


.016 


0 


.004 


2 


.2974 


1 .5157 


HARD OF HEARING 




• V/ V/ J 


0 


.002 


2 


.6108 


1 .6158 


VOCAB. SCORE 




1 U/l 
• 1 O H 


0 


.044 


2 


.5913 


1 .6047 


REAOING SCORE •* 


1 


• CD -J 


0 


.030 




. o5L3 


1.0253 


MATH, PARJ 1 SCORE 




Zl 7 11 \ 


0 


.060 




V2961 


1 .5153 


MATH, PART 2 SCORE 


ft 


^7 P 


0 


,02b 


1 


.&257 4 


9 1.3512 


SCIENCE SCORE 


f| 

u 


Q 1 IX 


0 


.039 


2 


. 0 4Vb J 


1 .4309 


WRITING SCORE 


1 
1 


fi 0 ft 


0 


. 050 


2 


.684VJ 


1 .6385 


CIVICS SCORE 


1 


.126 


0 


'.037 


2 


.7992 


1.6731 


MEAN (PROPORTIONS ONLY J 










1 


.bl66 


1 .2570 


MEAN 










1 


.7242 


1 .29b0 


STANDARD DEVIATION 


V 








0 


.5554 


0.2137 


MEDIAN 










1 


.6033 


1 .26b2 


MINIMUM 










0 


. 64b7 


0 ,»042 


MAXIMUM £ 










2 


.7992 


1 .6731 


RANGE * 










2 


.1525 


0 .8689 



NUMBER OF NONCOMPUT ABLE DEFFS* 0 
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SOPHOMORE COHORT 
DOMAIN: race black 
STATISTICS: FOuLOw-uP 

STATISTIC 

IN VOCATIONAL PROG. 
WORKED LAST WEEK ^ 
WORKING AT CLERICAL JOB 
"PEOPLE GOOF OFF Al WORK " 
"WORK BETTER THAN SCHOOL" 
"WORK ENCOURAGE GOUU HABITS" 
FATHER NON PROFESSIONAL + 
FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 
MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 
WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR TV 
SUCCE.SS IN WORK VERY IMPORT. 
MONEY NOT IMPORTANT 
BEING COMMUNITY LEADER IMP. 
LIVING CLOSE tO PAREimTS IMP. 
LEISURE NOT IMP. 
POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO, SELF 

"luck mure imp. than work 
"someone prevents success" 
"plans don't wurk ou!" 
"not much to be proud of" 
correcting ineuuali t y not imp 
no serious trouble with law 
physically unattractive 

MARRIED 

EXPECTING KIDS BY 25 

expecting own. place by 2a 
expect to finish college 
satisfied with less than college 
expecting no kios 
hard of hearing 
v0ca8. score 
reading Score 
math, part 1 score 
math, part 2 score 
science score 
writing score 
civics score 



J 



\ 



J 

t r 

MEAN (PROPORTIONS ONLY) 
MEAN rt . 

STANOARD DEVIATION 
MEDIAN 

MINIMUM '* 
MAXIMUM 
RANGE ' 

, NUMbEN OF NON COMPUTABLE DEFFSr " 0 



ESTIMATE 

0.327 
0.335 
0.26b 
0. 137 
0.408 
0.B21 
0.949 . 
0. 09B 
0.101 
0.661 
0.912 
0.074 
0.568 
0.643 
0.O29 
0.961 
U.216 
0.339 
0.253 
U. lbl 
0.215 ' 
0.953 
0.109 
0.013 
0.586 
0.8bl 
0.358 
0.741 
0. 096 
0.0 16 
6.353 
4.830 
5.551 
1.298 
5.726 
b.2s2 
4. 185 



SE 

0 .019 
0.012 
0.014 
0.010 
0.01b 
0.009 
0.007 
0.006 
0.008 
0.010 
0.006 
0.007 
6.015 
0.012 
0.004 
0.006 
0.013 

l:V& 

0.010 
0.011 
0.009 
0 .006 
0 TO 0 2 
0.014 
0 .009 
0.015 
0.014 
0 .009 
0.003 
0.197 
0.132 
0.231 
0.055 
0.171 
0 . 154 
0.103 



DEFF 

6.0088 
2.3714 
2.7537 
2.0606 
2.5990 
1 .4349 
2.8965 
1 .9062 
2. 1905 
2.9452 
2.6166 
2.3424 
2.9519 
2. 0271 
1 .8665 
2.9932 
2.9845 
3.3541 
3.489'l 
2.2449 
2.3172 
5.7739 
2.0861 
0.9187 
2.2^75 
1.9116 
3.167 
3.0606 
2.6711 
2* 0602 
4.8374 
3.6040 
4.2149 
2. 0367 
5.6555 
3.4159 
1 .3224 



2.5752 
2.8471 
1 .1788 
2.6188 
0.9187 
6.0068 
5.O901 




DEFT 

2.4513 
1 .5399 
1 .b594 
1 .4355 
1 .6122 
1 .1979 
1.7019 
1 .3814 
1 .4800 
1 .7162 
1 .6183 
1 .5305 
1.7181 
1.4238 
1 .36b2 
1.7301 
1.7276 
1 .8314 
1 .6679 
1 .4983 
1 .5222 
2.4029 
1 .4450 

0. 9585 
1 ,4992 
1 .3827 
1 .7796 
1 .7495 
1.6344 
1.4353 
2.1994 
1 .8964 
2.0530 
1 ;4271 
2.3781 
1 .8462 

1. 1499 



1 .6099 
1 .6554 
0.331 1 
1 .6183 
0.958b 
2.4513 
1 .4926 



ERIC 
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SOPHOMORE COHORT 
DOMAIN: RACt BLACK 
STATISTICS; BASE YEAR 



STATISTIC 



ESTIMATE 



SE 



IN VOCATIONAL PROG. 
WORKED LAST w££K 
WORKING AT CLERICAL JOB 
"PEOPLE GOOF OFF A T WORK" 
"WORK BET I ER THAN SCHuOL M 
"WORK ENCOURAGE GOOD HABITS" 
FATHER NON PROFESSIONAL • 
FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 
MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 
WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR TV 
SUCCESS IN WORK VEkY IMPORT. 
MONEY NOT IMPORTANT 
BEING COMMUNITY LEADER IMP, 
LIVING CLOSE TO PARENTS IMP. 
LEISURE NOT IMP. 
POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 
"LUCK MORE IMP. THAN wORK 
"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS " 
"PLANS OON'T.WORK UUT M 
"NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF" 
CORRECTING INEUUALITY NOT IMP 
NU SERIOUS TROUBLE wITh LAW 
PHYSICALLY UNATTRACTIVE 
MARRIED 

EXPECTING KIDS BY 25 

EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 24 

EXPECT TO FINISH COLLEGt 

SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 

EXPECTING NO KIDS 

HARD OF HEARING 

VOCA8. SCORE 

READING* SCORE 

MATH, PART 1 SCORE 

MATH, PART 2 SCORE 

SCIENCE SCORE 

WRITING SCURE 

CIVICS SCORE 



0.335 

0.212 

0.099 

0.175 

0.447 

0.785 

0.937 

0.119 

0.11b 

0.941 

0.673 

0.090 

0.576 

0.712 

0.035 

0.938 

0.280 

0.360 

0.276 

0.194 

0.246 

0.942 

0 . 140 

0.003 

0.567 

0 .886 

0.413 

0.781 

0.127 

0.U26 

4 .666 

4.082 

4.740 

1.215 

5.177 

4.934 

3.479 



0.017 
0 .007 
0.007 
0.011 
0.015 
0.010 
0 .008 
0.006 
0.00b 
0 .005 
0 .006 
0.005 
0.011 
0.011 
0 .004 
0 .005 
0.011 
0.010 
0 .008 
0.011 
0 .009 
0 .005 
0 .008 
0.001 
0.011 
0.008 
0.013 
0 .009 
0 .008 
0.004 
0 . Ib4 
U. 1 1 1 
0.210 
0.052 
0. 132 
0 . 144 
0 .077 



MEAN (PROPORTIONS ONLY) 
MEAN 

STANDARD DEVIATION 
MEDIAN 

MINIMUM j 
MAXIMUM / 
RANGE ' 

Nl/MBEN OF NONCOMPuT ABLE DEFFS = 



DEFF 




DEFT 


%A 4 1 3 


2 


.1074 


1 . 0 230 




.0115 


1.4279 




.1950 


1 .8675 




.3666 


2.0675 




.4379 


1 .4074 




.1863 


2. 1983 




.4827 


1 .0341 




.0169 


0.8550 




.9247 


1.5259 




.2353 


1.8865 




.3735' 


0.9947 




.9973 


1 .5739 




.2546 


1 .8885 


1 


.3742 


1 .5566 




*.247b 


1.2788 




.1308 


1 .7163 




.3101 


1.2179 




.10^6 


0.9131 
2.2874 




.955b' 
.5124* 


1.3997 


C i 


.1831 


1 .4258 


I 1 


.1941 


1 .6275 


\ 1 


.2757 


1 . 02b 1 




.0130 


1 .391 1 




..17 95 


1.8159 




.3475 


2.3154 




.521? 


1 . 4444 




.20 18 


1.7418 




.3196 


1 .9798 




s-4071 


3.8737 




.9682 


2.5829 




.6071 


3.7986 




.9490 


1.9579 


* i 


.3992 


3.2456 




.80 1b 


3. 0449 




.7449 


0.8539 


0 


.924 l l 


1 .6443 


1 


.2622 


1 .85b4 


i 


.3314 


0.6653 


0 


.2935 


1 .6275 
0 .8 5 i~9 


1^2757 
0.9241 


4.4413 


2 


.1074 


3.5874 


1 


.1833 



/ 
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SOPHOMORE COHORT 
DOMAIN: RACE BLACK 
"STATISTICS: CHANGE 

STATISTIC 

IN VOCATIONAL PROG. 
wORKEO LAST WEEK 
WORKING AT CLERICAL JOB 
"PEOPLE GOOF OFF AT WORK" 
"WORK BETTER THAN SCHOOL" 
"WORK ENCOUKAGE GOOD HABITS" 
FATHER NON PROFESSIONAL 
FATHER, FINISHED COLLEGE 
MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 
WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR TV 
SUCCESS IN WORK VERY IMPORT. 
MONEY NOT IMPORTANT 
BEING COMMUNITY LEADER IMP. 
LIVING CLOSE 'TO PARENTS IMP. 
LEISURE NOT IMP. 
POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 
"LUCK MORE IMP. THAN WORK 
"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" 
"PLANS DON'T WORK OUT" 
"NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF" 
CORRECTING INEQUALITY NOT IMP 
NO SERIOUS TROUBLE WITH LAW 
PHYSICALLY UNATTRACTIVE 
MARRIED 

EXPECTING KIDS BY 25 > 

EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 24 

EXPECT TO FINISH COLLEGE 

SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 

EXPECTING NO KIDS 

HARD OF HEARING 

VOCAB. SCORE 

READING SCORE _ 

MATH, PART 1 SCORE 

MATH, PART 2 SCOkE 

SCIENCE SCORE 

WRITING SCOKE 

CIVICS SCORE 



MEAN (PROPORTIONS ONLY) 
MEAN 

STANDARD DEVIATION , 

MEDIAN 

MINIMUM ' 

MAXIMUM 

RANGE 

NUMBER OF NONCUMPU TABLE DEFFSr 



ESTIMATE 


SE 


-0.010 


0.013 


0.140 


0.014 


0. 15b 


0.013 


-0.037 


0.013 


-0.070 


0.018 


0.U30 


0.017 


0.019 


0.008 


-0 .006 


0.009 


-0.013 


0.00b 


-0. Obb 


0.008 


0.0 36 


0.010 


-0.015 


0-.0 07 


-0 .020 


0.011 


-0.075 


0.01b 


.-0.002 


0.00b 


0.U24 


jr. oob 


-O.ObS 


0.009 


-0.025 


0.014 


-0.023 


0.010 


-0.033 


0 .009 


-0.012 


0.015 


0.023 


0 .005 


-0.031 


0.014 


0.018 


0.004 


0.034 


0.017 


-0.020 


0.012 


-0.058 


0.QQ9 


-0.052 


0 . 0*1 3 


-0.041 


0.012 


-0.013 


0.004 


1 :644 


0.103 


0.674 


0.09b 


1 .300 


0.119 


0.208 


0 .0b2 


0.764 


0.093 


l.b42 


0.079 


0.830 


0.0b9 



7 





DEFF 




DEFT 


1 


.8078 


1 


,344b 


1 


.6582 


1 


.3b31 


1 


.3968 


1 


.1819 


1 


.20b7 


1 


.0985 


1 


.3279 


1 


. 1524 


1 


.0633 


1 


.3650 


1 


.8941 


1 


.3762 


1 


.7995 


1 


.34 14 


1 


.2434 


1 


.1151 


1 


.4699 


1 


.2124 


1 


. 8674 


1 


.3665 


1 


• 1429 


1 


.0691 


0 


.9617 


0 


.9807 


2 


.0 83-1 


1 


. 4433 


1 


.0922 


1 


.3756 


- 1 


.1731 


1 


.0831 


0 


.8318 


0 


.9120 


1 


.3893 


1 


.1787 


0 


.8479 


0 


.9208 


0 


.0686 


0 


.9320 


2 


. 1 002 


1 


.4492 


o 


.9692 


0 


.9845 


2 


.9761 


1 


.7257 


1 


.7244 


1 


.3132 


1 


.8462 


1 


.3586 


1 


.6932 


1 


.30 12 


0 


.8665 


0 


.9319 


1 


.7395 


1 


.3189 


2 


.4114 


1 


.5529 


1 


.5732 


1 


.2543 


2 


.0322 


1 


•^255 


2 


.3524 


1 


/b33b 


1 


.7492 


1 


.3226 


1 


.8190 


1 


.3407 


2 


.0948 


1 


.447 4 


1 


.1295 


1 


.0626 


1 


.6481 


1 


.2830 


1 


.5610 


1 


.2334 


• 1 




1 


.2546 


0 


.4*937 


0 


.1971 


1 


.7244 


1 


.3132 


0 


.8318 


0 


.9120 


2 


.9781 


1 


.7257 


2 


.1463 


0 


.8137 
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sophomore cohort 
domain: race, hispanic 

SlATISTICS: FOLLOw-UP 



STATISTIC 

IN VOCATIONAL PROG. 
WORKER LAST WEEK 
WORKING AT CLERICAL JOB 
"PEOPLE GOOF OFF AT WORK" 
"WORK BETTER THAN SCHOOL" 
"WORK ENCOURAGE GOOD HABITS" 
FATHER NON PROFESSIONAL 
FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 
MOTHER FINISHEO CULLEGE 
WATCH MORE THAN On£ HOUR TV 
SUCCESS IN WORK VERY IMPORT. 
MONEY NOT IMPORTANT 
BEING COMMUNITY LEADER IMP. 
LIVING CLOSE TO PARENTS IMP. 
LEISURE NOT IMP. 
POSITIVE . ATTITUDE TO SELF 
"LUCK MORE IMP. THAN WOKK 
"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCJCESS" 
"PLANS DON* T WORK OUT" 
"NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF" 
CORRECTING INEUUALllY NOT IMP 
NO SERIOUS TROUBLE WITH LAW 
PHYSICALLY UNATTRACTIVE 
MARRIED 

EXPECTING KIDS BY 25 

EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 2a 

EXPECT 10 FINISH COLLEGE 

SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 

EXPECTING NO KIOS 

HARD OF HEAKING 

VOCAB. SCORE 

REAUlNG SCORE 

MATH, PART 1 SCORE 

MATH, PART 2 SCORE 

SCIENCE SCORE 

WRITING SCOKE 

CIVICS SCONE 



MEAN (PROPORTIONS ONLY) 
MEAN 

STANDARD DEVIATION 

MEDIAN 

MINIMUM 

MAXIMUM 

RANGE 

NUMBEK OF NONCOMPUT ABLE DEFF S = 



ESTIMATE 


SE 


DEFF 


DEFT 


0.355 


0.011 


2.61-73 


1.6178 


0.431 


0.012 


2.9314 


1.71 21 


0.24b 


0.011 


2.6009 


1 .6152 


0.122 


0.005 


2. 1528 


1 .4b72 


0 .469 


0.013 


2.4bl5 


1 .5689 


0.807 


0.013 


a. 1020 


2.0253 


0.943 


0. 005 


2.0183 


1 .4207 


0.114 


0.009 


3.2952 


1 .81bl 


0 .061 


0.00b 


2.0994 


1 .4489 


0 .803 


0.007 


1.4913 


1 .2212 


0 .851 


0.00b 


1 .2903 


1 .1359 


0.091 


0.007 


-2.5840 


1 .63b5 


0.545 


0.010 


1 .7977 


1 .3408 


0.75b 


0 .-0 1 0 


2. 4349 


1 .5604 


0.035 


0.00b 


4.73bl 


2. 1763 


0.941 


0.005 


1 .8896 


- 1 .3747 


0.22S 


0 .011 


2.8675 


1 .6935 


0.341 


0.014 


3.5358 


1 .8804 


0.302 ' 


0.014 


3.8187 


1 .9542 


0. 188 


0.011 


3.2b67 


1 .8080 


0.315 


0.011 


2.5017 


1 .5817 


0.935 


0 . 00b 


2.6253 


1 .6203 


0. 129 


0.008 


2.4934" 


1.5791 


0.048 


0.006 


3.2291 


1 .7970 


0.575 


0.011 


1 .9791 


1 .4068 


0 .886 


0.007 


1 .9514 


1 .39b9 


0 .240 


0.012 


3.5214 ' 


1 .87b5 


0.827 


0.009 


2.3651 


1 .5379 


0.092 


0.007 


2.394a 


1 .5474 


0.024 


A A A "X 

0 . 0 0 5 


1 O 7 Q U 

1 . 6 / 5b 




b.699 


0. 137 


3.0219 


1-.7384 


4.918 


0.11b 


3.3395 


1 .8274 


, 6.195 


0. 195 


3.4072 


1 .8459 


1.614 


O.Ofol 


3.0167 


1 .7369 


b.b39 


0.11b 


3.0901 


1.7579 


6.381 


0. Ib4 


4.5132 


2. 1244 


4.118 


O.Obl 


1 .0564 


1 .0276 


* 












2.b348 


1 .b0fo3 






2.7 160 


1 .b284 






0.8-376 


0.2574 






2.6173 


1.6176 






1 .05ba 


1 .0276 






4.73bl 


2. 1763 






3.6797 


1 .1455, 
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l 

sophomore qohort ^ 
domain: race hispanic 
statistics: base year 



t STATISTIC * 

V 




ESTIMATE 




SE 




DEFF 




DEFT 

VJ I 1 l 


TN VOCATTONAL PROG 




0 


.309 


0 


013 


—J 


6730 




91 b5 

. ' X VJ *J 


WORKED LAST WEEK 

VJ » » • \ ^ 4J I. 1 • » »■ fi n » » 




0 


.301 




0 1 1 

* v X X 




7 120 


<? 


. 64 60 


wORt\ING AT CLERICAL JOB 

' * VJ • »*VAi**»r ri l w L Im n l 1/ n U v/ vj 




0 


.109 


o 


OOti 

• V V VJ 


P 


a 1 1 7 




. Sfi3 0 


"PEOPLE GOOF OFF AT WORK* 1 




0 


.-163 


o 


* 007 


1 


l b 1 6 




. 0 87 0 


"WORK BETTER THAN SCHOOL" 




0 


.509 


o 


0 1 2 


1 


9a29 




3 939 


"work encourage good habits" 




0 


.750 


o 


.010 


1 


. 8a2B 




.3575 


FATHFR ivj OINj PROFESSIONAL 

i f*V 111 |^ ( \ J* U»1 1 i » VJ \ L— ^J V/ X VJ i ^ ^> l_ ^ 




0 


.924 


o 


.007 


? 


3032 




5176 

• ^ X * Vt# 


FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 




0 


.lib 


o 


-007 


1 


i a229 




. 1926 


MOTHER FINISH ED COLLEGE 

1 1 VJ 1 1 1 \ T IV 1 JL * ' ■X W 1 1 t IV Vw U 1. Am VJ L> 




0 


.083 


o 


.0 0b 


1 


. f>b!2 




.2889 


WATTH MORE THAW ONE^HOUR TV 

M M 1 v* ( V II Vv n u I iinn U li L II VJ w 1 V IT 




0 


.906 


o 


# V u u 


—J 


5 11 8 

. -J x x ^ 




87 40 

. VJ 1 "TV 


SMfTFSS TN WORK VERY IMPORT 




0 


.bib 


0 


0 0 7 


1 

X 


. *T Si *J VJ 




2189 

. C X vj * 


MMNFY NOT IMPORTANT 




0 


.092 




o o a 

# V V *~f 




» U U 7 J 




9324 

• /Jut 


RPTMR POMMIINTTY 1 FADFR IMP 




0 


.585 




0 1 0 

• v 1 V 


1 

X 


ft 3?9 

• U JC ' 




3S36 


I TUTNir pi n S F TO PARFiMTS TMP 




0 


.760 






c 


hP7 P 




6P 0 9 


1 F T SURF NO T T MP. 




0 


.043 




o o a 


1 

X 


7 b3b 




3280 


PnSTTTVF ATTTTUDF TO S'FlF 

i Uvl 1 I I L Ml IX 1 VJ \J L 1 VJ JULl 




0 


.906 


o 


• V \/ w 


1 

X 


.7051 

• » v/ j x 




3058 


"1 I J I" K MORE TMP THAN WORK 

l_ u u r\ i" vj « » t- xi'' • i n n n ii u w i\ 




0 


.280 


o 


.009 


1 


b 1 44 




2/06 

. iw 1 V/ w 


"somfonf prfvfnts success* 




0 


.385 


o 


.012 


P 


.4111 

• T * X X 




.5528 


"PI A N S DON f T WORK OUT" 

1 M 1 t W U v ll 1 * » vJ 1 V 1 \ U U 1 




0 


.328 


o 


.009 


1 


.4838 




.2181 


"NOT MUCH TO BF PROUD OF" 

i « vj i i i vj \+ ii i \y u v» i i > vj vj lj vi 




0 


.241 


o 


-010 


P 

tmm 


2444 




.4981 


CORRECTING TNFUUALTTY NOT IMP 




0 


.324 


o 


» 009 


1 

X 


. 6552 




.2865 


NO SFRTOUS TROuRLF WITH LAW 




0 


.927 


o 


-006 

• V \/ VJ 


p 


.3722 

. — ' ' L— (— 




.5402 


PHYSTPAi LY UNA TTR Af T i VF 




0 


:i83 


o 


.009 




.3240 




-5245 


ri M n r\ X L U 




0 


.007 


o 


0t)2 ' 


? 


. 2465 




.4986 


FXPFrTTNG KTDS RY PS 




0 


.610 


o 


0^1 0 


1 

X 


.6949 




.3019 


FXPFPTTNfi OWN PI ACF HY P li < 




0 


.892 


o 


0 0 b ^ 


1 

1 


5216 

• -/ t_ X vj 




2335 


CYpcpT T(l FTNTSrt POl I FftK 




0 


.292 


o 


011 


p 


6465 

. VJ » VJ —J 




6268 


SATISFIED WUH LESb THAN COLLEGE 




- 0 


.849 


0 


. 0"0b 


a 


.1452 




.4647 


FYPFPTTrvin NO KTOS 




0 


.108 


o 


• u V U 


i 

X 


fr» 0 ^ h 




2b63 

. c vj vj — * 


HaHO OF HEARING 




0 


.030 


0 


.004 


2 


.3937 




.5471 


V U w n U # J lu U f \ L 




5 


.473 


o 


-110 


P 

w 


.2691 




-.5063 


RniknTNn srnkF • 

•aC^UI l»U w w r\ [_ 




4 


.140 


() 

V 


• V u J 


P 


.0388 




.4279 


MA Th PaRT 1 SPORF < 




5 


.642 


o 


• X «J -J 


2 


. 4999 




.5811 

. w VJ x * 


MATH PART P SPORF 




1 


.473 


o 


. 0^7 


P 


. 7634 




.6623 






b 


. 153 


o 


.099 


P 


1 909 




.48 02 






5 


.206 


o 


10 0 

. x v V 


1 

X 


.867 0 




.3664 


rTWTr c cp nop 




3 


.376 


o 


Ob 4 


n 

\J 


7 68 1 

• i vj vj x 


0 


.8764 


MEAN (PROPORTIONS ONLY) 




* 








2 


. 0435 


1 


.4139 


MEAN 












2 


. 04t>0 


1 


.41^40 


STANDARD DEVIATION 












• 0 


.6157 


0 


.2167 


MEDIAN 












2 


. 0386 


1 


.4279 


MINIMUM 












0 


. 7 on 1 


0 


.67b4 


maximum ^ 












3 


.6730 


1 


.91b5 


RANGE " 












2 


.9049 * 


1 


.0401 



NUMBER DF NONCOMRU TABLE DEFFS= 0 
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SOPH*OMORE COH&ftT 

oomain: race hispanic 
^statistics: change 
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STATISTIC 




ESTIMATE 




SE 

II 




DEFF 


DEFT 


IN VOCATIONAL PKOG. 




rv 
0 


A7Q 

• 03V 


0 


.011 


1 


.7313 


1.3158* 


WORKED LAST WEEK 




* it 

0 


• 1 36 * 


0 


.014 


2 


.4331 


1.5598 „- 


WORKING AT CLERICAL JOB 




0 


* 125 


0 


.01 1 


1 


.5755 


1.2552; 


"PEOPLE GOOF OFF AT WORK H 




-0 


i \ ~V 

. Odb 


0 


.013 


' 1 


.9968 ' 


1 .4138 


"WORK BETTER THAN SCHOOL" 




-<-0 


.039 


0 


.015 


1 


.4820 


1.2174 


"WORK ENCOURAGE GOOO HABITS" 




0 


r\ t r 

• 06b 


0 


.011 


1 


. 109X, 


1..0534 


FATHER NON PROFESSIONAL 




0 


rv rv a 

. 0 Oo 


0 


.006 


1 


.7330 


1 .3164 


FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 






.001 


"'0 


.005 


1 


. 40b4 


1.1859 


MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 




0 


rv rv "T 

.0 03 


0 


.005 


1 


.blUb 


1.2956 


W.ATCH .MORE THAN ONE HOUR TV 


r 


-0 


♦ 100 


0 


.009 


1 


.8341 


1.3543 


SUCCESS IN WORK VERY IMPORT.' 




0 


.031. 


0 


.009 


1 


.5575 


1 .2460 


MONEY NOT IMPORTANT 




rv 

— u 


n n 7 
• 0 Ov 


0 


.006 


1 


: 1887 


1 .0903 


BEING COMMUNITY LEADER IMP. 






A /I L 


0 


.013 


1 


.6732 


1 .3686 


LIVING CLOSE TO PARENTS . IMP . 




ft 


II "T C 

• U j j 


0 


.01b 


3 


.6685 


1 . 96b9 


LEISURE NOT IMP. 






• w I 0 


0 


.0 06' 


2 


.1462 


1.4650 


POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 




rv 

0 


A 77 

* 03 / 


0 


.007 . 


: i 


.6358 


1.2790 I 


" LUCK MORE IMP. THAN WQNK 




-0 


.060 


0 


.0.1 1 


i 


.6017 


1.2656 


" SOMEONE PREVENTS. SUCCESS",, 




rv 


A L A 

• ObO, 


0 


.0l0 t 


i 


.0384 


1.0190 


"PLANS DON'T WORK'OUT" 




— 0 


rv *~i o 


0 


-013. 


i 


-8113 


1.3459 


".NOT MUCH TO fiE PRUUD OF" 




-0 


.069 


0 


.015 


3 


.1283 


1.7687 


CORRECTING INEUUALlTY NOT IMP 






.0 03 


0 


.012 


1 


.6262 


1.2752 


NO SERIOUS TROUBLE WITH LAW 




0 


.003 


0 


.007 


1 


.9999 


1.4142 


PHYSICALLY UNATTRACTIVE 




r° 


.046 4* 


0 


.012 


- 2. 


.4631 , 


1 .5b94 


MARRIED 




0 




0 


.005 


1 


.5359 , 


1.2393 , 


EXPECTING KIDS BY 25 




-0 


.04 r*r „ 


0 


.010 


1 


.0158 


1#079. 


EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 24 






.009 


0 


.010 


2 


.1700 


1.4731 


EXPECT TO FINISH CULLEGE 






OS? 


0 


.012 


2 


.8273 


1 .6814 


SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 




-0 


.021 


0 


.007 


1 


.1482. 


1.0715 


EXPECTING NO KIDS 




-0 


.023 


0 


.009 


2 


.3177 


l."5224 


HARO OF HEARING 




-0 


.0 05- 


0 


.005 


2 


.3762 


1.5415 . 


VOCAB. SCORE . , 




1 


.613 


0 


.104 


2 


.5659 


1.&016 


READING SCORE 




0 


.955 


0 


.075 


1 


.5988 


1 .2644 


MATH, P-AKT 1 SCORE 




0 


.696 


0 


.123 


2 


.2009 


1 .4836 


MATH, PART 2 SCORE 




0 


.087 


0 


.058 


f 


.6927 


1 .3756 


SCIENCE SCORE 




0 


.801 


0 


.0 84 


2 


.0068 


1.4166 


WRITING SCORE 




1 


.538 


0 


.10* 


2 


. 3704 


1.5396 


CIVICS SCORE 




0 


.635 


. 0 


.071 


' 2 


.1339 


1.4608 



MEAN (PROPORTIONS UNLY) 
MEAN 

STANDARD DEVIATION 

MEDIAN 

MINIMUM 

MAXIMUM 

RANGE # 
, - . NUMBER UF NONCOMPUT ABLE DEFFS= 



t 




1.0156 
3.8685 
2.6527 



.3527 
.3709 
.2072 
.3543 
.Op 7-9 
.9669 
0 .9590 



A- 



it 



2*3 



erjc 



i 



SOPHOMORE COHORT 
OQMAIN: SjES LOW 
STATISTICS: FOLLOw-UR 
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STAT LSTIC 



:stimate 



SE 



UEFF- 



UEFT 



IN VOCATIONAL PKOG. 
WORKED LAST WEEjj^ 
WORKING AT CLEhBP* JOB 

"PEOPLE &OOF UFF Al WORK " 
"WORK BETTER TH^AN SCHOOL " 
"WORK ENCOURAGE GOuU HABITS" 
FATHER- NON PROFESSIONAL < 
FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 
MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 
WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR TV 
SUCCESS IN WORK VERY IMPORT. 
MONEY NOT IMPORTANT 
BEING COMMUNITY LEADER IMP. 
LIVING CLOSE TO PARENTS IMP. 
LEISURE NOT IMP. 
POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 
"LUCK MORE IMP. THAN*, WORK 
"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS " 
"PLANS DON'T WORK OUT * 
"NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF" 
CORRECTING INEQUALITY NOT IMP,, 
NO SERIOUS TROUBLE WITH LAW 
PHYSICALLY UNATTRACTIVE 
MARRIED 

EXPECTING KIDS BY 25 ' 

EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY £4 

EXPECT TO FINISH COLLEGE 

SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 

EXPECTING NO KIDS 

HARD OF HEARING 

V0CA8. SCORE . 

READING SCORE 

MATH, PART V SCORe 

MATH, PART 2 SCORE 

SCIENCE SCORE 

WRITING SCORE 

CIVICS SCORE 



) 



0 .366 
0 . 440 
0.233 
0.131 
0.482 
0.795 
0.995 
0.002 
0.004 
0 .847 
0.85b 
0.109 
0.4 66- 
0.712 
0.025 
0.925 
.0.17 7 
0:-*341 
0.27 1 
0. 163 
0.350 
0.958 
0.144 
0.030 
0.&01 
0.907 
0.210 
0.866 
0.083 
0.025 
7.827 

5.832 
7.512 
1.797 
7.619 
7.922 
4.67 1 



0.006 
.0 . 00b 
0.008 
0.006 
0.011 
0. OOti 
0*001 
O.OOl 
0.001 
0.006 
0.007 
0. 005 
0.O09 
0.006 
0.0 02 
0 . 004 
0.006 
0.010 
0. 009 
0.007 
0.007 
0 . 003 
0.007 
0. 002 
0.009 
0> 004 
0.007 
0.007 
005 
002 
6.097 
0.086 
6.146 
0.047 
0.095 
0.088 
0.052" 



0 
0 



1 .8020 
0 . 9786 
1 .8b63 
1 .5131 
2.3641 
1 .9766 
1 .0498 
2.5877 
1 .3242 
1 .7897 
2-4383 
1 .5776 
1 .9635 
1 .8947 
0.9923 
1 .3041 
1 .3914 
2.4177 
2.269 7 

1 .9972 
1 .3048 
1 .3324 
2.3547 
0.764 3' 
1 .827J>_- 
.1 .0271 
1 .7874 
2.3822 
1 .6036 
1 .0791 
2.0852 - 
2.4436 
2.56 16 
2'. 39 03 
2.7 816 
1 .8496 
0.5992 



.3424 

.9642 

.3669 

.2301 

.5376 

.40b0 

,024b 

.b06b 

.1507 

.3378 

. 5.6 1 5 

.2560 

.4013 

.3765 

.99bl 

.1420 

.1796 

.5549 

.5066 

.4132 

.1423 

.1543 

.5345 

.8743 

.3519 

.0135 

.3369 

.5434 

.3430 

,038b 

. 4440 

.5632 

.6067 

.5461 

,b676 

.3600 

.7741 



MEAN (PROPORTIONS ONLY) 
MEAN 

STANDARD DEVIATION 

MEDIAN 

MINIMUM 

MAXIMUM . - > 

RANGE -\ \ 

NUMBER OF ■ NONCOMPUTABLE DEFFSr 



1 .7055 
1 .7809 
0.57 42 
1 .827 6 
0.5992 
2.781b 
2. 1624 



1 .2905 
1 .3156 

0 .2272 

1 .3519 
0.7741 
1 .6676 
0 .6937 



274 
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SOPHOMORE COHORT 
DOMAIN: 3ES LOw 
STATISTICS: BA*SE YEAR 



STATISTIC 


ESTIMATE 




SE 




DEFF 




DEFT 


IN VOCATIONAL PROG 

X * * » ^y i JL vy ' t l_ i 1 » vy vy ^ 


0 


.305 


o 


♦ 009 


2 


. 2o4 1 * 




.5047 


WORKED LAST WEEK 


0 


.274 


o 


.007 


1 






.2228 


WORKING Al PLERICAL JOB 


0 


.Obb 


o 


• 0 0a 


1 


. 2a 1 a 




.1142 


"PFfiPt F GflOF nFF AT WORK" 


0 


.lb9 


o 


0 0b 

• w U U 


1 


1191 

• X X ' X 




057^ 


"WORK BFTTFR THAN SCHOOL* 1 


0 


.52B 


o 

Vy 


0 1 ? 


p 


S8 1 7 




60 b b 

jf Vy V/ vy vy 


«= "WORK FNPOURAGF GOUl) HARTTS" 


0 


.735 


o 


-007 


1 

X 


- 1 3 4b 

• 1 J ' u 




067 5 

• Vy Vy / *J 


F A T H F R N 0 »m PROFFSSTONAl^ 


0 


.983 


o 


OOP 


o 

v/ 






9739 


FATHFR FTNTSHFn V flL 1 F*GF 


0 


.015 




• v/ V/ -y 


c 


PP90 




4 93 0 


MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 


0 


.013 


0 


.002 


1 


.4740 




.2141 


WATPH MOWF THAW HimF HfHIP TV 


*0 


.93b 


n 


« V V J 


0 


• O 7QU 




C1/IW1 


SUPPFSS TN WORK VFwY TMPflRT 


0 


,b25 


u 


» U VJ J 


1 
1 


O 1 1 h 


' 1 


00S8 
. \J \J J v 


MONEY NOT IMPORTANT 


0 


.120' 


o 


* 00b 


i 


* 9tt27 




408 1 

. *T V/ V7 * 


RFTNG COMMUNITY 1 EAGER IMP 


0 


.49b- 


0 


007 


1 
1 


1 ? 03 




0 585 

» U J U J 


1 TVTNfc PI flfiF TO PAtfPNTS TMP 


0 


.774- 




n n 7 


1 

X 


KP 0 7 




P7A 1 


LEISURE NOT IM® 


0 


.037 


0 


• v U -) 


1 

1 


IX Q 4 3 




PPP4 


POSITIVE ATTITUDE 1"0 SELF 


0 


.b98 


o 


- 0 0*4 1 


0 


. 887b 




4421 


"LUCK MORE IMP. THAN WORK 


0 


.208 


o 


.0 06 


1 


. 1254 




. 0608 


"SOMEOftE PREVENTS SUC££SS 1 ' 
"PLANS DON 1 7 WORK GUT" 




o 
o 


. 00 V 
• 0 06 


1 


.7091 
.5830 




.3073 
. 25fi!^ 


"M(Vt MUCH TO HF PROUD OF" 

1 1 y/ I l 1 w Vy 1 * 1 *w* Ly I— » 1 » V Vy w \J vy ( 


0 


.199 


o 


.007 


1 


.6015 




.2bb5 


PORRFPTING INEQUALITY NOT IMP 
^ NO SFR'TOUS TROURl F WITH LAW 

WKJ wLTV 1 UUU 1 l \ U U U L L Hi III L M fl 


0 


.335 


o 


.008 


1 


.6570 




. 2jb 7 2 


0 


.958 




0 03 


X 


.2647 

. (_ vy ^ i 




1246 

. X I— ~ vy 


"PHYSIPALLY IJNATTRAPTIVF i 

i ll 1 vy X v-» M km. 1— 1 U ll H 1 l'»MVylXVL_ 1 f 


6 


.20b 


o 


.006 


» 


. 1 557 




. 4682 


EXPf^PTTNG — KIDS RY PS * 


0 


.003 


0 


.001 


1 

X 


. 5975 




. ^639 


p 


.b25 




.010 


2 


.2^.10 




• 4937 


f^XPFPTtNG OWN PI APF RY S> tl 
FXPFPT TO FTNTSH POM FRF 


0 


.910 




0 OS 

i v U J 


l 

X 


b23 1 

. vy v-. —I X 




274 0 


0 


.233 


o 


- 0 Oh 


1 

X 


.1804 

. X VJ V/ 




.0865 


SATISFIED WITH LESS THAir COLLEGE 


0 


.691 




.005 




.4434 




-.2014 


FXPFfTlNK' NO K T ftS 


0 


.119 , 


o 


0 0*5 


i 

X 


3 142 




1464 

. X ~ vy ~ 


HARD OF HEARING 


0 


.03,1 


0 


.002 


0. 


.7458 




.8636 


V0CA8* SCORE 


b 


,04a 


o 

Vy 


. obw 

• Vy \y / 


1 

X 


^9124 




.3829 


RFADTNG SCOKF' 

'» L.MU 1 1" w v U « I— 


U 


.948 


o 


0 7 0* 


1 

X 


.6089 




. 2b64 


UmaTM PART1SPORF 

> % HA 1 n f r Mia 1 1 <d U A/ r\ Q 


6 


.747,, 


o 




1 

X 


h4\ 7 H 




2942 

• 7 7 V— 


MATH PA-PT P SPllRF 


1 


.b87 




0 X ^ 
• U -J -J 


1 

1 


1 6S7 




07 9 7 


SPTFNPF SPORF ' j 


b 


.9b5 


o 


0 6 4 

. V/ Vy 


1 

X 


9950 


1 


4125 




b 


.431, 


o 

Vy 


1 0a 


p 


-SHOP 

. JU V L 




6 0k3 


r .1 w T p c <\PllRF 


' 3 


.735 




OS 1 


o 


6280 

. vy L_ vy v/ 


o 


7925^ 


' MEAN .(PROPORTIONS ONLY) *-r. 
MEAN . ' n.v 










1 


.4913 


1 


. 207 1 










1 


.5221 


1 


.21,77 


STANDARD DEVIATION 










0 


.-4933 


0 


. 2009 


MEDIAN 










1 


.4952 


• 1 


.2228 


MINIMUM . " \\ a 










0 


.b2«0 




. 7 925 


MAXIMUM w 










2 


'.58 17 


l 


. b0b& 


• RANGE ' r . '■ . , •' 










1 


. 9537 


0 


.6143 


•NUMBER OF NONCOMPUT ABLE OEFFSr 0 

ft ' 

i 
















r 



9 

ERIC 



275 
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SOPHOMORE COHORT : ' 
OOMAIN: 5ES LOw 

statistics: Change 

statistic 

in vocational prog, 
worked last *eek 
working aiclexical job 
"people goof off a! work" 
"work better than school" 
"work encourage good habits" 
father non professional 
father finished college 
mother finished college 

WATCH MOKfc THAN ONE HOUR TV 

SUCCESS IN WORK VERY IMPORT . 

MONEY NOT IMPORTANT 

BEING COMMUNITY LEADER IMP. 

LIVING CLOSE TO PARENTS IMP. 

LEISURE NOT IMP. 

ROSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 

"LUCK MORE IMP. THAN WORK 

"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS " 

"PLANS DON'T WORK OUT" 

"NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF" 

CORRECTING INEQUALITY NOT IMP 

NO SERIOUS TROUBLE WITH LAW 

PHYSICALLY .UNATTRACTIVE 

MARRIED 

EXPECTING KIDS BY 25 

EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 2a 

EXPECT TO FINISH COLLEGE 

SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 

EXPECTING NO KIDS 

HARD OF HEADING 

VOCAB. SCORE 

READING SCORE 

MATH, PART 1 SCORE 

MATH, PART 2 SCQRfc' f 

SCIENCE SCORE . , , 

RATING SCORE \ ■ 

IVICS SCORE ' 

v * 4 

MEAN (PROPORTIONS ONLY)- 
MEAN r 
STANDARD^ DEVIATION ■■ • 
MEDIAN* • 
MINIMUM • it ' * 

MAXIMUM " 1 „ ' 

RANGE t> 

.NUMBER OF NONCOMPUTABLE DEFFS= 0 



FSTTMATF 

L_ O 1 1 MM I C 


o c 


Ul"" 




0 0 7 1 


ft ft ft 9 


1 Si ^7 


1 P ft ^ 




M ft ft 9 


1 ^ h P 7 


1 1 K 7 a 


ft 1 Sa 

V * X P** 


ft ft 1 ft 

\) 9 v 1 U 


1 Q7 Ok 

1 i 7/ CO 


1 /I fill *N 


— 0 o ao 


ft ft ft 7 


ft 7^17 


ft tt 7 P S 


— 0 0 t\ 5 


o o l a 


1 7 hHS 




ft ft 1\? 


0 0 10 


1 P 1 

X 9 C 1 -J o 


1 1 ft 1 7 


0 Oil 


0 ft ft 


P P £1 a ft 


1 aQftft 

1 • *f 7 O \J 


• 0 0 0 8 


0 OOP 


1 u 1 7 ft 


1 1 Odd 


-0 0 0 7 


0 OOP 


1 7 P 1 1 

X 9 ( C 1 1 


1 1 1 9 
X • -> 1 1 7 


-0 083 


0 0 06 


1 a ft a S 


\ 1 1 ft S 1 

\ 1 . X u j 1 


0 OPS 


0 0 ft h 


ft Q 1 1 1 


V • 7 J4 J 


— 0 0 0 9 


0 0 0 7 


1 ft ft H H 


1 1 a a m 

X # P *♦ *♦ w 


- 0 0 ^ 

V • v J J 


ft ft ft Q 

\J 9 V V 7 


1 P 7 ft Q 

1 • C ' v 7 


1 1 P 7 ^ 


• A ft f> ft 


ft ft ft ft 


i p a ii 1 


1 ii ^a 


— a hit: 


A A fi /I 


i 7 Zi yi U 


^ 1 • 3<L 0 7 


n ■ AO/I 


ft ft ft ^ 


1 II 1 ^ 11 A 


1 1 A Q 7 
1,107/ 


■ • A /i L 


0 . 0 0 a 


1 • ^ b3 1 


1 1 A C ;! 

1 9 20p4 


a a /i c. 


a a 1 r» 


1 T O "X \ 
1 • J 7 J 1 


1 1 U A 

1 , loO j 


— n ft a 


ft ft ft M 


1 A X 1 /i 


1 • Ul jO 


— a n /i 7 


/i A ft 7 


1 " 1 ft X ft 


1 A i , x 
1 , 0 jU j 


a a i ^ 


ft n 1 n 


1 c: /i 7 i 
1 • J^jI 


l p yi ^ P 


a A 


ft ft ft Q 


2 p p Q A 

C.CC JO 


1 a Q 1 A 
^ 1 • ** 7 1 O 




ft ft ft 7 


1 P P7 ^ 


1 1 ft 7 9 
X • 1 v 7 7 


a a n 


ft ft ft "< 


1 p ft p 1 


i h Q k a 

X 9 1/7DM 


••A ~ftP1 


ft ft 1 ft 


1 a 1 S ft 


1 1 ft 9S 


— o ft ft s 


ft ft ft ^1 


i p a a 


*' 1 1 1 1 ft 

1 . X i X v 


_ a Ap p 


ft ft ft 7 


1 7^<7S7 


1 1 7^Q 

X m 1 ' CL 7 


-0.021* 


0.006 


1.3335 


1 .1546 


— A n yi i 
• U • U 1 


A ft ft Q 

U • V u p 


ft Q7Q7 
U ^ 7 f P / 


ft Q ft 7 H 


-0.005 


0.003 


1 .2b77 


1 .1259 


P ft 17 


ft oft A Q 


1 7 ft Q ft 
1 f r O 7U 


1 7^7S 


1 a a. a 
X m u o*4 


A A Q x» 


1 .icl ? 


1 • 1 H 7 O 


i ft 1 t; 


A A Ci 1 

U • U 7 1 


1 7 7/iC 

1 • / f 4 j 


i 77D1 
1 • JJCl 


A 1 7 


A /\ /I C 

u • U *♦ P 


1 L 7QC 
1 f 0/7J 


1 # C7DU 


a A c: 


A A C L 


1 7 7 1-1 
1 • J ' 1 1 


1 i 7i\Q 
1.1/U7 


1 • f UD 


°A A I* Q 


1 /I 'J 1 /I 


1 1 Q D P 
1 • 1 7CLC 


1 ft P^ 


A ft ^ A 


1 Q ft 1 ft 


1 /I ft ft ^ 






1.4192 


1 .1826 






1.4572 


1 .1992 






tJ.3392. 


U.1401 






1 ;4045 


1 . 1851 


< 




0.7613 


0.«7g5 






£•2440 


1 .4960 






.. 1 . 4627 


0 .6255 
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SOPHOMORE COHORT 
DOMAIN: SES MIDDLE 
statistics: FOLLOW-UP 



STATISTIC 


ESTIMATE 




SE 




DEFF 




DETT 


IN VOCATIONAL PROG. 


0.276 


0 


.007 


2 


. 9994 




.7319 


WORKED LAST WEEK , 


0.57b 


0 


.00/ 


2 


.4704 




.5718 


WORKING AT CLERICAL JOB 


0.270 


0 


. OOo 


1 


.8545 




.3618 


"PEOPLE GOOF OFF AT WORK" 


0.126 


0 


.005 


2 


.1229 




.4570 


"WORK BETTER THAN SCHOOL" 


0.517 


0 


.006 


1 


.3842 




.1 765 


" WORK ENCOURAGE GOOD HABITS" 


0.793 


0 


. 004 


0 


.959b 




.9796 


FATHER NON PROFESSIONAL 


0.942 


0 


. 003 


1 


.8767 




.3699 


FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 


0.074 


0 


.003 


1 


.4444 . 




.2016 


MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 


0.053 


0 


.003 


2 


.0541 




.4332 


WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR TV, 


0.7-96 


0 


.005 


1 


.8452 




.3584 


SUCCESS IN WOWK VERY IMPORT. 


0.867 


0 


.004 


1 


.6202 


. 1 


.2729 


MONEY NOT IMPORTANT 


0.098 


0 


.004 


2 


. 1 142 




.4540 


BEING COMMUNITY LEAOER IMP. 


0.47b 


0 


.007 


2 


.2699 




.5066 


living cl/>se to parents imp. 


" 0.7 19 


0 


.006 


2 


.0657 




.4373 


LEISURE NOT IMP. 


0.0 13 


0 


.001 


0 


.6899 




.9434 


POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 


0.932 


0 


.003 


1 


.5750 




.2550 


"LUCK MORE IMP. THAN WOKK 


0.1 06 


0 


.003 


1 


. 0367 




.0192 


"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS " 


0.225 


0 


. OotJ 


1 


.5277 




.e360- 


"PLANS DON'T WORK OUT" 


0.177 


0 


.005 


1 


.8642 




.3654 


"NOT MUCH TO BE PRUUD OF" 


0.111 


0 


.004 


1 


. 7736 




.3316 


CORRECTING INEQUALITY NOT IMP 


" 0 . 4 1 6 


0 


.005 


1 


.1913 




.0915 


NO SERIOUS TROUBLE WITH LAW 


0.961 


0 


.002 


1 


.2439 




.1 153 


PHYSICALLY UNATTRACTIVE 


0.102 


0 


. 0 0'4 


1 


.9865 




.4094 


MARRIED 


0.012 


0 


.002 


3 


.5790 




.8916 


EXPECTING KIDS Bf 25 


0.548 


0 


.005 


1 


.0804 




.0394 


EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 2a 


0.929 


0 


.003 


1 


.4693 




.2121 


EXPECT TO FINISH COLLEGE ■ 


0.367 


0 


.006 


1 


.7835 




.3355 


SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 


0.772 


0 


.006 


2 


.2874 




.5124 


EXPECTING NO KIDS 


0.074 


0 


.003 


1 


.4228 




.1928 


HARD OF HEARING 


0.017 


0 


♦ 002 


2 


.8911 




.7 003 


VOCAB. SCORE 


10.926 


0 


.069 


3 


„3440 




.8287 


READING SCORE 


8.065 


0 


.070 


2 


.3770 




.5418, 


MATH, PART 1 SCORE 


11.619 


0 


.139 


3 


.4117 




.6471 


MATh, PART 2 SCORE 


2.831 


0 


.039 


2 


.1450 




.4646 


SCIENCE SCORE 


10.006 \ 


0 


. 07 4 ' 


3 


.1317 




.7697 


WRITING SCOKE 


10.113 


0 


. 080 


2 


.8985 




.7025 


CIVPCS SCORE 

\- 


5,664 


0 


.038" 


0 


.609b 


0 


.7806 


m|^N (PROPORTIONS ONLY) 








1 


.8229 


* 1 


.3321 


MEAN 








1 


.9622 


1 


.3757 


STANDARD DEVIATION 


• ) 






0 


.7447 


0 


.2679 


MEDIAN 


t 






1 


.8642 


I 


.3654 


MINIMUM 








0 


.609o 


0 


.7808 


MAXIMUM 








3 


.5790 


1 


.8916 


RANGE % " . 








2 


. 9694' 


1' 


.1110- 


NUMBER OF NONCOMPUTABLE DEFFS= 0, 

















•ERIC 



277 



, « 



-A4-17- 



SOPHOMORE COHORT 
OOMA1N: SES MiDOLE 
STATISTICS: BASE YEAR ' 

STATISTIC 

IN VOCATIONAL PROG. 
WORKED' LAST WEEK 
WORKING A I CLERICAL JOB 
"PEOPLE GOOF OFF AT ' WORK " 
M WORK BETTER THAN SCHOOL " 
"WORK ENCOURAGE GOuU HABITS" 
FATHER NON PROFESSIONAL 
FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 
MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 
rtAdTCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR TV * 
SUCCESS IN WORK VERT. IMPORT. 
MONEY NOT IMPORTANT 
BEING COMMUNITY LEADER IMP. 
LIVING CLOSE TO PARENTS IMP . 

leisure not imp. 
positive attitude to self 
"luck more imp. than work 
"someone prevents success " 
"plans don't work -out" 
"not much to be prouo of" ; 
correcting ineoualit y not imp 
no serious trouble with law 
Physically unattractive 

MARRIED 

EXPECTING KIDS BY 25 
EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY '24 
EXPECT TU FINISH COLLEGE 
SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 
EXPECTING" NO KIDS 
HARD OF HEARING* 
VOCAB. SCORE 
READING SCOR& 
MATH, PART 1 SCORE 
MATH, PART 2 SCORE 
SCIENCE SCORE 
WRITING SCORE 
, CIVICS SCORE 



OS 

\ 



ESTIMATE 


SE 


OEFF 


DEFT 


0.197 


0.007 


3.4/732 


1 .8637 


0 .38b 


0.007 


2./420 


1 .5304 


0.07b 


0.003 


1 .20o3 


1 .0983 


0 . Ib3 


0.004 


1 ..034b 


1.0171 


0 .557 


0 ;006 . 


1.3113 


i,1451 


0.7 23 


0>004 


0.7222 


0 . 8«98 


0 .943 


0.003 


1.5011 


1 .2252 


0.085 


0.004 


1.7150 


1 .309b 


. 0.0b5 


0.003 


1.3999 


1 . 1832 


0.931 


' 0.003 


1.5833 " 


1.2)583 


O.BbS 


0.004 • 


1 .52b0 


1.2353 


\ 0.097 


0.003 


1 . 1388 


1 . 0862 


.0.547 


0 .007 


. 2.1b54 


1.4715 


" 0.7fo8 


0.00b 


2.2253 


1.4917 


0.01b 


0 .001 


0,6846 


0.8274 


Q.911 


0.004 


2.000b 


1.4144 


0.12a 


0.004 


1 .4415 


1 .200b 


0.278 


0 .005 


1 .2240 


1 . 10b3 


0.197 


0.00b 


2.3043 


1.5180 


0.13b 


0 .004^ 


1 .3910 


1*. 1794 


0 .368 


0 .OOb 


1 .7052 


1.3059, 


0 .958 


0 0^3 


2.4129 


1.5533 


0.1b5 


0 .0O4 ( 


1 .2309 


1 . 1094 


0.002 


0.0 


0*0 . 


0.0 


0 ,b02 


O.OOb 


1 .5394 


U 24.0 7 


0.937 


0.003 


1 .5733 


1 .2543 


0.391 


0.005 


1.1850 , 


1.0793 


0 ."B*?W 


Q.005 


1 .9331 


1 .3904 


0 .08b 


0.002 


0.53U 


0.7286 


0.019 


. 0.002 


2.2191 


1 .4897 


8.9b0 


w 0.0b3 


1 .7724 


1 ,3313 


7.00b 


0 .0b2 


2.0053 


1 . 41bl 


10.983 


0.111 


2.419b 


1 .5555 


2.611 


* 0'.0 3b 


. 1.9511 


1 .39&6 


# 9.224 


1 0.05 7 


1.85L0 


1.3b05 


8.b37 


0 .Q6 1 


. Lbb60 


1 .2907 


4 .bb8 


0.037 


0.6113 


0.7819 



MEAN (PROPORTIONS ONLY) 
MEAN ... 

•STANDARD DEVIATION . • - # 

MEDIANv . 

MINIMUM 

MAXIMUM. 

KANGE 

NUMBER OF NONIMPUTABLE UtFFS^ 1 



1.8103 
1 .6382 
0.6025 
1 .5783 
0 .531 1 
3.4732 
2.9421 



1 .24*63 
'1 .257 7 
0.2410 
1.256 3 
0 . 728b 
1 . 8b37 
1 . 1349 
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SOPHOMORE COHORT 
DOMAIN:. SES M1BOLE 
STATISTICS: change 



STATISTIC 

IN VOCATIONAL PROG. 
WORKED LAST WEEK 
WORKING AT CLEkICAL JOB 
"PEOPLE GOOF OFF AT WORK" 
"WORK BETTER THAN SCHOOL" 

- "WORK ENCOURAGE GOOD HABITS" .. 
FATHER NON PROFESSIONAL r 
FATMER FINISHED COLLEGE 
•f MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 

WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR TV 
SUCCESS IN WORK VERY "IMPORT. 
MONEY NOT IMPORTANT 
BEING COMMUNITY LEADER IMP. 
LIVING\CL0SE TO PARENTS IMP. 
LEISURE\NOT IMP. 
POSITIVEXATTITUDE TO SELF 
"LUCK MORE IMP. THAN WOkK 
"SOMEONE PRESENTS SUCCESS" 

' "PLANS DON'T WORK OUT " 
"NOT MUCH TO BE" PROUD OF" 
CORRECTING INEUUALITY NOT IMP 
NO SERIOUS TROUBLE WITH LAW 
PHYSICALLY UNATTRACTIVE 
MARRIED 

EXPECTING- KIDS BY 25 

EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 2a 

EXPECT TO FINISH COLLEGE 

SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 

EXPECTING NO KIDS 

HARO OF HEARING 

VOCAB. SCORE 

READING SCORE 

MATH, PAKT i SCORE 

MATH, PART 2 SCOkE 

SCIENCE SCORE 

WRITING SCORE 

CIVICS SCORE 



ESTIMATE 

0.077 
0.200 
0.191 
-0 . 03b 
-0.034 
0.075 
0.007 
-0.013 
-0.012 
-0.129 
0. 004 
0.002 
-0 .066 
-0. 054 
-0.004 
0.023 
-0.022 
-0. 050 
-0.023 
-0. 026 
0.052 
0.004 
-0.064 
0.010 
-0.050 
-0.004 
-0.0£D 
-0.0b2 
-O.Olb 

-o;oo3 

2.153 
1.260 
1.476 
0.342 

0. 990 
1.736 

1 . ' 1 1 6 





SE 




DEFF 


o 


.006 


1 


. b56b 


o 


.007 


1 


. 4254 


o 


.0 07 


1 

X 


7236 


0 


007 


1 

X 


h8 6 1 


o 

V 


008 


1 

X 


1 9 0 ta< 


o 


007 


1 

X 




o 


0 0 3 


1 

X 


35 0 1 


o 


003 


1 

X 


42 1 7 


o 


• 002 


o 


.9548 4 


o 


♦ 005 


1 

X 


• 550 1 


o 


I 0 OS 


1 
X 


.4769 


o 


.004 


1 

X 


.3127 


o 


• 00b 


1 

X 


.1324 


o 


* 007 


1 


. 9568 


o 


• 001 


o 


.4238 


o 


• 004 


1 


.4275 


0 


.004 


1 


♦ 0591 


0 


. OOo 


1 


.2038 


o 


006 


1 

X 


5061 


() 


0 0*S 


1 

X 


363 0 

. _j \j —i v 


o 


0 08 


1 

X 


. 887 1 


o 


0 03 


1 

X 


7633 


o 

V 


0 0 4 


() 


9385 

. j yj ~j 


o 


OOP 


P 
c 


.8646 


o 


.0 06 


1 

X 


. 037 0 


o 




p 


.2344 


o 


.0 05 


1 

X 


J 1 3 1 9 


o 


0 06 


1 

X 


9^20 


0 


.004 


1 


.5327 


0 


.002 


1 


.9199 


0 


. 05a 


2 


.4530 


0 


. 044 


1 


.43ab 


0 


.056 


1 


.256 5 ', 


0 


.037 


2 


.0653 


0 


.049 


2 


.0995 


0 


.058 


2 


.2407 " 


0 


.043 


'2 


.3913 



DEFT 

.287 1 
.1939 
.3*26 
.29«5 
.0911 
.1026 
.4 533 
.1924 
.9771 
.2450 
.2153 
.1457 
.0641 
.39bb 
.6510 
.1948 
*7)291 
.0972 
.2281 
.1675 
.3737 
.3279 
.9b88 
.6925 
.0184 
.494b 
.0639 
.3906f 
.23b0 
.3856 
.5662 
.1995 
.1210 
.4371- 
.449,0 
.4969 
.54 64 



MEAN (PROPORTIONS ONLY) 

MEAN- , 

"STANDARD DEVIATION ... 

MEDIAN 

MINIMUM 

MAXJ.MUM ft ... ' 
RANGE " . 

NUMBER OF NONCOMPUT ABLE DEFFS= 0 



1.47 54 1.20 0 0 

1.5731 1.2383 

-Q.4»97 6 0 .20 24 

ll47b9 .'■ 1.2153 

0V4d38 v o.b51u 

^2-6646 1 .6*925 

2.44U6 1.0415 
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SOPHOMORE COHORT 
DOMAIN: SES HIGH 
STATISTICS: FOLLOw-UP 




STATISTIC 

IN VOCATIONAL PROG. 
WORKED* LAST WEEK 
WORKING AT CLERICAL JOB 
"PEOPLE GOOF UFF AT WORK " 
"WORK BETTER THAN SCHOOL " 
H WORK ENCOURAGE GOOD HA6 1 TS M 
FATHER NON PROFESSIONAL 
FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 
MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 
WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR TV 
SUCCESS IN WORK VERY IMPORT. 
MONEY NOT IMPORTANT*,. 
BEING COMMUNITY LEADER J.MP. 
LIVING CLOSE TO PARENTS IMP. 
LEISURE NOT IMP. 

POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF / 
"LUCK MORE IMpfc THAN WORK, 

"someone prevents suc-ger3 
"■plans don't work out" 
" not much to be proud of" 
correcting ineuual1 1 y. not imp 
no, serious trouble with law 
physically unattractive 

MARRIED" 

EXPECTING KIDS BY 25 

EXPECTING Own PLACE BY 24 , 

EXPECT TO FINISH COLLEGE 

SATISFIED WILh LESS THAN COLLEGE 

EXPECTING NO KIDS • 

HARO OF HEARING 

V0CA6. SCORE 

READING. SCORE 

MATH, • PART 1 SCORE 

MATH, PART 2 SCORE 

SCIENCE SCORE 

WRITING SCORE 

ciyics SCORE 



MEAN (PROPORTIONS ONLY) ^ 
MEAN' 

STANOARO DEVIATION 

MEDIAN 

MINIMUM 

•MAXIMUM *• ► 
RANGE 

NUMBER OF NONC s OMPU'T AbLE DEFFS: 



ESTIMATE 


SE 


DEFF 




DEFT 


0 . 120 


0.006 


3.8306 




.9572 


0 .bS3 


0.010 


2.b023 




.6132 


0 .299 


0.008 


1 .6459 




.2829 


0.137 


0.005 


1 .0496 




.0245 


0 .465 


0.010 


' 2.0181 




.4lFb6 


0 .7b8 


0 .008 


1 .8337 




.3541 


0 ,6b3 


0 ?01 1 


3.3234 




.8230 


0.712 


0.011 


3.5014 




.6712 


0.458 


0.011 


2.8871 




.6991 


0.710 


0.010 


3.0029 




.7329 


0 .885 


0.005 


1 .4862 




.2191 


•0.099 


0 .007 


3.3348 




.a2bl 


0.545 


0.010 


2.4300 




.5588 


' 0 .674 


0.006 


1.7594 




.3264 


0.012 


0.003 


4.6229 




.1501 


0 .940 


0.005 


2.5647 




.60 15 


0 . 080 


0.004 


1 .2407 




.1139 


0.142 


0.005 


. 1 . 1381 




.0668 


. 0.110 


0 .005 


1 .4537 




.2057 


0.085 


0 .005 


1 .8609 




.564 1 


0 .400" 


0.009 


2.0342 




.4263 


0 .963 


0.004 


2.67-29 




.b349 


0.07b 


0.004 


f 1 .3547 




.1639 


0 .003 


0.001 


1 .7025 




.3046 


0 .388 


0.012 


. 3.4018 




.8444 


0.*913 


0 .005 


1.7837 




.3356 


0.706 


0 . 0 0.9 


2,3773. 




.5419 


0 . 4b5 


q . o 1 2 


3.4009 




.6441 


0.085 


0.005 


l'.84 39 




.3579 


0.013 


.0.002 


1 . 9939 




.4121 


14-. 136 


0 . 105 


2.9747 


f 


.7247 


10 .580 


0 . 126 


4.92b7 


A. 


.981b 


16. -345 


0.208 


4 . 1996 




. 0493 


4.391 , 


0.077 


3.5666 




.8886 


12.126 


0.090 


2.7425 




,65b0 


12-297 v 


0 .084 


2.0965 




.4479 


6.7 67'\ 


0 .049 


0 :b478 


' 0 


. 6 0-4 9 














9 

D X ~X M Zl 


1 








2.4407 


1 


.5305 






0.97 1 1 


0 


.3176 






2.3773 


1 


.5419 






0 .64 7 8 


0 0 


.6049 






4.6229 J - 


'2 


.1 50 1 


I 




3.9751, 


1 


.34 52 














r 


* 
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: SOPHOMORE COHORT 
DOMAIN: SE3 HIGH 
STATISTICS: BASE YEAR 



STATISTIC 



ESTIMATE 



S£ 



DEFF 



DEFT 



IN VOCATIONAL PROG. 
WORKED LAST WEEK 
WORKING AT CLERICAL JOB 
-PEOPLE GOOF OFF AT WORK" 

"work better than school" 
"work encourage good habits" 
father non professional 
father finisheo college 
mother finished college 
watch more than one hour tv 
success in work very import. ^ 
money not import anl 
being community leader imp. 
living close to parents imp. 
leisure not imp. 
positive attitude to self 
"luck more imp. than work 
"someone prevents success" 
"plans don't work out" 
"not much to be proud of" 
correcting inequality not imp 
no serious trouble with law 
physically unattractive 

MARKIED 

Expecting kids by 25 
expecting own place by 24 
expect to finish college 
satisfied with less than college 
expecting no kids 

HARD OF HEARING 
VOC^AB. SCORE. „ 
READING SCORE*" 
MATH, PAKT 1 SCORE 
MATH, PART *2 SCORE- 
SCIENCE SCORE 
WRITING SCORE * 
CIVICS SCORE 



0. 
0 . 
0. 
0 . 
0. 
0. 
0. 
0. 
0. 
0. 
0 . 
0. 
0. 
0. 
0. 
0. 
0. 
0. 
0. 
0. 
0. 
0. 
0. 
0. 
0. 
0. 
0. 
0. 
0. 

o: 

9. 

14. 

3. 

llw 
10. 
'5. 



085 
40 1 
094 
142 
bib 
681 
bBl 
669 
429 
656 
889 
091 
596 
726 
014 
923 
06b 
183 
134 
100 
362 
955 
129 
001 
476 
926 
712 
564 
097 
016 
904 
270 
511 
671 
235 
892 
642 



0 . 005 
0.010 
0 . 00b 
0. 005 
0.012 
0. 008 
0.009 
0 . 009 
0.011 
0 . 008 
0.006 
0.005 
0. 010 
0 .007 
0.002 
0 . 005 
0.005 
0 . 00b 
0.007 
0.004 
0.0 08 
0 . 004 
0 . 00b 
0 . 0 
0.0 JO 
0.004 
0. 008 
0.010" 
0. 005 
0.002 
0. 123 
0.113 
0.195 
0 . 064 
Qfcl2fa 
<F?i07 • 
0.07b 



1 .85b4 
2.415b 
2.0700 
0 .9532 
2 .7044 
1 .3879 
1 .8640 
1 .7691 
2.4695 
3.0082 
2.0989 
1 .7240 
2.3577 
1.4113 
1 .6730 
1 .6843 
1 .70 03 
1 .2414 
2.2569 
0 .9559 
1 .5771 
2.1055 
1 .7571 

0 .0 

2. 12B3 

1 ;2753 
.1 *7730 
' 2. 32 14 

1 .568b 
1 .3399 
3.b549 
3.1365 
4 .0302 
4... 7 328 
5. 1336 
3.0802 
L.r3954 



MEAN (PROPORTIONS • ONLY.) 
MEAN ' > ' 

STANDARD DEVIATION >' V 
MEDIAN f I 

MINIMUM , 
MAXIMUM 

RANGE ' - ' - 

NUMBER OF NONCOMPUT ABLE t)£F F S 



1 .85 14 

2.191 b 
0 .9766 
1 .8841 
0 .9532 
5. 1336. 
a . 1 6 u 4 



4 .3485 
1 .4496 
0.3046 
1 .3726 
0 .97o3 
2-;26>57 
1 .2694 



= * 1- 
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SOPHOMORE COHORT 
DOMAIN: SES HI Gh 
STATISTICS: CHANGE 



-A4-21- 



STATISTIC 




ESTIMATE 

' ' 7 


SE 




DEFF 




DEFT 


IN VOCATIONAL PROG. 




0 T 02b 


0.00b 


1 


.84b2 




\ 

.2830 


WORKED LAST WEEK 




0.182 


0.011 


1 


. 8808 




.364 1 


WORKING AT CLERICAL JOB 




0.202 


0 . 009 


1 


. 4240 




.1933 


"PEOPLE GOOF OFF AT WORK " 




-0.004 


0 .008 


1 


.1442 




. 0697 


"WORK BETTER THAN SCHOOL" 




-0.056 


0 . U15 


2 


.2100 




.486b 


"WORK ENCOURAGE GOOD HABITS 


H 


o .09a 


0.011 


1 


.4348 




.1978 


FATHER NON PROFESSIONAL 




-o.ois 


0.007 


1 


. 43tt0 




.1992 


FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 




0.027 


0.00b 


1 


.6848 




. 2960 


MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 




0.021 


0 .00b 


1 


.8393 




.2804 


WATCH. MORE TH.AN ONE HOUR TV 




-0. 144 


0 .007 


1 


.2606 




. 1228 


SUCCESS IN WORK VERY IMPORT 




-0.00b 


0.008 


2 


.1221 




.4567 


money not Important 




0.004 


O^OOb 


1 


.5851 




.2590 


BEING COMMUNITY LEADER IMP. 




-0.045 


o;oio 


1 


.732b\ 




.3163 


LIVING CLOSE TO PARENTS IMP 




-0.055 


0.009 


1 


.8155 




.2710 


LEISURE NO T IMP. 




-0.004 


0.003 


2 


.3642 




.5376 


POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 




0.025 


0.004 


0 


.9520 




.9757 


"LUCK MORE IMP. THAN WORK 




-0.0 0b 


0.008 


2 


.9398 




.714b 


"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" 




-0.044 


0.007 


1 


.2189 




.1041 


"PLANS DON'T WORK OUT" 




-0.02b 


0 .007 


1 


.5564X 




.2476 


"NOT MUCH TO BE PkOuD OF" 




-0.023 


0.00b 


1 


.3380 / 




. 15b7 


.CORRECTING INEQUALITY NOT IMP 


0.038 


0.010 


1 


.5217 




.2336 


NO SERIOUS TROUBLE WITH LAW 




0.012 


0 .003 


0 


.9424 




.9708 


'PHYSICALLY UNATTRACTIVE 




-0.053 


0.00b 


1 


.42bl 




.1942 


MARRIED 




- 0.003 


o.oui 


1 


.0714. 




. 0351 


EXPECTING KIDS BY 25 




-0.073 


0.007 


0 


.7941 




.891 1 


expecting own place by 2a 




-0.014 • 


0.005 


1 


. 0905 




.0443 


EXPECT TO FINISH COLLEGE 




-0.010 


0 . 007 


{ 


.2447 




. 1 15b 


SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 


-0. 12b 


0.009 


1 


.71 14 




.3082 


EXPECTING NO KIDS 




-0.015 


0 .005 


1 


.28b0 




.1340 


HA«D OF HEARING 




?0.002 


0 .002 


1 


.2606 




.1227 


* VOCAB* SCORE 




2.294 


0. 054 


1 


.4949 




.2227 


HEADING SCORE 




1 .389 


0.05b 


1 


.2103 




.1001 


MATHr PART 1 SCORE 


2,o52 


0 f 089 


1 


.7818 




.3348 


MATH, PART, 2 SCORE 




« 0.587 


, 0.044 


1 


.4302 




.1959 


SCIENCE SCORE 




0 .942 


0.0 88 


2 


.2196 




.4899 


WRITING SCORE 




1.51b 


0.072 


2 


.1534 




.4675 


CIVICS SCORE N 




1.1 bb 

-- 


0.054 


2 


.1500 




. 46b3 

• 


MEAN (PROPORTIONS ONLY) 








1 


* 

.5172 




.2195 


MEAN 








1 


.5664 




.2395 


STANDARD DEVIATION 








0 


.4518 


0 


.1758 


.MEDIAN 








1 


. q949 


\ 


.2227 


MINIMUM" 








■6 


.7 944 




^911 


MAXIMUM . 








2 


.9395 


1 


,7T4b 


RanGE 








2 


.1457 


0 


.8235 


' NUMBER OF NONCOMPOT ABLE 


DEFFSr 0 
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sophomore cohort 

domain: 3chu0l type. public m 
statistics: follOw-up 



CT » TTCTTp 






ESTIMATE 




o t 




Utr r 




tm wnr* at in mai ponr 






0 


.287 


u 


A A 7 

. u u / 


Z) 


Q a A 

. a d 0 o 


2 


.4147 


MUNnvcu LA O 1 nttft. 






0 


.529 


0 


• u u 5 


2 


• 4 b2U 




» 5659 


n U K ft 1 N b Al , U,L t K I L A L JUb 






0 




0 


rv A /I 

.0 04 


1 


• / D4 1 




.3244 


rtUrLC bUUr Urr Al FlUKK. 






0 


.131 


0 


A A /I 


2 


. D 96 4 




.6113 


rt Uy H 12 K QCT I CD TulAKl CpUi |Dl w 


u 




o 




0 


• 0 06 


-> 
2 


*7 A ~> I_ 

• / 026 




6440 


ii w nDK CMrnnu a rc r*nnn u a ^ t t q » 
YYUKF\ tNLUUK Abt bUUU MAollO 






0 


.790 


u 


a n c 
• 0 0 □ 


-) 
c 


OQQ7 

.077/ 




.•7026 


rA 1 HtK NUN rKUr toolUiNAL 






o 


.89b 


0 


/v A /l 

• 0 0 *4 


D 


7 OCT 




. 945b 


rA 1 HtK rlNlontU LULLtbt 






o 


190 


0 


All/ 

.0 06 


4 


n a T u 
.70/O 




.2154 


MU 1 HEK FINISHED COLLEGE 






o 


. 120 


0 


• 0 04 


3 


.3266 




. 8244 


WATCH MUHc. THAN ONE. HyUR TV 






0 


.BOO 


0 


P 0 03 


1 


• 3337 




. 1 548.. 


oUCLtjo IN WUKK VtKT InrUK 1 , 






o 


. B60 


0 


. o oa 


3 


. U 4 u 7 




— 7435' 


u n m c v mat t uO n U T A mT / 

MUNt i NU 1 IMr UK 1 AN 1 






o 


.102 


0 


A A 7 

. 0 U 3 


d 


-v /» a A 




.4969 


□ r t m r r n u jli 1 1 m t t v i c a n c □ t kj d 
DtlNb LUMMUN1TT LtADtK IMr. 






o 




0 


• 0 0b 


-* 
2 


"> 7 iv C 

.27 05 




5068 


1 T \l T MP r* i n OC Tfl Oa OC im T C T .J O 

LIVING CLOSE I U PAKENIo lMr 4 






o 


7 05 


0 


.0 05 


2 


.7318 




b526 

.www*-/ 


1 f'TOlir^l"* It | f~\ T Till] 

LEISURE NOT IMP. 






o 


0 18 


0 


• 001 


1 


• 2B56 . 




1338 


POSITIVE ATTITUOE TO SELF 






o 


932 


0 


• 0 02 


1 


• 3b6 7 




164 6 


LUCK MOKE IMP. 1 HAN WUKK 






o 

V 


1 32 


0 


rv A 7 

• 0 Oi 


1 






2934 


bOMtONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" 






o 


265 


0 


rv a c 

• 005 


2 


/ / 4 A 

• 66 1 9 




.6315 


"PLANS DON'T WORK OUT 






o 


205 


0 


.0 04 


2 


A "7 * I It 

• 0733 




. 4399 


"NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF" ^ 








131 
• i j i 


0 


.0 03 


1 


• 6B53 




2982 


CORRECTING INEUUALITY NOT IMP ^ 






o 


397 


0 


.0 04 


1 


.5131 




230 1 


NO SERIOUS TROUBLE WITH LAW 






o 


.9^b 


0 


.0 03 


a 


.1072 




. \J V\» \J \-f 


PHYSICALLY UNATTRACTIVE 






\ u 


m 1 ofa 


0 


.0 03 


* 2 


4 ~V ~V /I 

.1224 




^5b9 


MAKKIED 








.037. 


0 


.002 


2 


TT /I /l /I 

. 3444 




. 53 1 1 


EXPtCTINb MD5 BY 25 






/ 0 


.548 


0 


.0 05 


2 


a n n 

.0992 




.4489 


r v d iT r t t ai r* r\ lu m di a p i_* qv -v /i 

cXPtClINb OWN PLACE BY 24 






0 


.922 


0 


.002 


1 


4 "7 Cl 

.17 20 




.0830 


tXPhCT IU FINISH COLLEGE 






o 


♦ 356 


0 


rv rv 

.006 


3 


/i a 7 1 




. 8663 


SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 






0 


.765 


0 


.005 


3 


.0032 




. 7330 


C V D C f T T M P* MM l/ T f"\ O 

t Xr tL 1 INb NU KIUo 






o 


.090 


0 


A A *2 

.0 03 


2 


~r 1 ii . 

. 3 1 o b 




. 5227 


HARD OF HEARING 






0 


.0 19 


0 


.00 1 


1 


.260a 




.1316 


VUL Ao . oLUKt 


• 




1 0 


• 0 31 


u 


1 0 O D . 


IT 
J 


A A Q 7 


2 


* 25b U 


KtAUlNb OLUKt > 






7 


.39b 


A 

0 


rv a- tl 

• 0 b to 


3 


u 7 A U 


1 


.9b?4 


MjJTH/ PART 1 SCORE 






1 0 


.331 


0 


4 /I A 

.14 0 


6 


*T A /I /I 

.30 44 


2 


.5109 


u A T U D A u T "5 C f H uC 

MA 1 M# PAKI 2 OLUKt 






2 


.605 


u 


A7Q 

• 0^ V 


4 


v 0 / 13 


2 


.0105 


C r» T C M C Qp HOC 

oCIENCt OLUKt # 




• 


9 


. 2B4 


Pi 


A 7 "1 

• 0 / j 


c: 


117/1 


2 


. 2666 


WR I 1 INb oCUKt 






9 


.221 


0 


n 7 a. 
• 0/6 




cr Tr 7 a 


2 


.1300 


CIVICS SCORE 






5 


.325 


0 


• 03 / 


0 


.96 44 


0 


.9820 


MEAN (PROPORTIONS ONLY) 














2 


.5352 


1 


.5598 


MEAN 
















.865o 


1 


.6467 


STANDARD DEVIATION 














1 


.3804 


0 


.3981 


MEDIAN ^> t 
















.5964 


1 


.6113 


MINIMUM 














0 


.9644 


0 


.9820 


MAX IMUM ^ 




» 








> 


6 


.3044 


2 


.5109 


RANGE 














5 


.3400 


• 1 


.5289 



NUMBEK OF N0NCUMPUT ABLE DEFFSr o 
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sophomore cohort 

domain: school type public 

statistics: base yeah 

statistic 

IN vocational prog, 
worked last week 
working at clerical job 
"people goof off at work" 
"work better than school" 
"work encourage goud habits" 
father non professional 
father finished college 
mother finished college 

WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR TV 
SUCCE SS IN WORK VERY IMPORT. 



V 




/^ESTIMATE SE 



0.229 
0.358 
0.079 
0.163 
0.556 
0.726 
0.895 
0*203 
0.4 23 
0.917 
0 .849 



0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

JL 



00b 
,005 
003 
003 
006 
003 
003 
005 
004 
002 
_QJLL 



UEFF 

4.7191 
2.543b 
2.4071 
,1857 
,6765 
,8362 
,6979 
,5244 
2.7758 
1 .2156 
1 .59X9_ 



1 

2 
0 
1 
2 



n DEFT 

2. 1723 
1 .S949 
4 .5515 
1 .0889 
1 .6360 

0 . 9144 
1 .3030 
1 .5888 

1 . b6b 1 
1 .1026 

.JL.2Jj4_L 
1 .4981 
1 .1979 
1 .3819 
0.9885 
0 . 9847 
1 .1650 
1 .220 1 
1 .7058 
1 .5655 
1 .24b6 
1 .3005 
1 .1742 
2.6112 
1 . 1686 
1.1343 
1 .5560 
1 .5251 
1 .4543 
1 .8772 
1 .951 1 
1 .8207 
2.1502 
2.0260 
2.0244 
2.0370 
0.9756 



1.4213 
1 .5034 
0.4025 
1 .4981 
0 . V144 
2.6112 
1 .b9bt> 



MONEY NOT IMPORTANT 
BEING COMMONITY LEADEK IMP. 
LIVING CLOSE TO PARENTS IMP. 
LEISURE NOT IMP. 
POSITIVE ATTITUDE. TO SELF 
"LUCK MORE IMP. THAN WOKK 
"SOMEONE, PREVENTS SUCCESS" 
"PLANS DON'T WORK OuT" 

"not much to be proud of" 
correcting ineuuali1y not ' imp 
no serious trouble with la w 
physically ^unattractive 

, M A R R I E 0 
EXPECTING KIDS BY 25 
EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 24 
EXPEcf TO FINISH COLLEGE 
SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 
EXPECTING NO KIDS 
HARD OF HEARING 
V0CA8. SCORE 
HEADING SCORE 
MATH, PAR F 1 SCORE 
MATH, PART 2 SCOKE 
SCIENCE SCORE 
WRITING SCORE 
CIVICS SCORE 



MEAN {PROPORTIONS ONLY ) 
MEAN- 
STANDARD DEVIATION 
MEDIAN ' \ 

MINIMUM 
MAXIMUM 
RANGE 

NUMBER OF NONCUMPUT ABLE DEFFSr 



0.101 
0.533 
0.74b 
0.024 
0.906 
0 .162 
-0.310 
0.228 
0.160 
0 .362 
0 .944 
0. Ib9 
0.003 
0 .590 
0.930 
0.375 
0.815 
0. 102 
0.025 
6.201 
0.465 
9.450 
2.401 
8.635 
7.909 
4.390 



0 . 
0. 
0. 
0 . 
0. 
0 . 
0. 
0. 
0. 
0 . 
0 . 
0. 
0 . 
0 . 
0 . 
0 . 
0 . 

o. 

0 . 



003 
004 
004 
001 
002 
003 
004 
005 
0U4 
004 

002 
003 
001 
004 
002 
005 
004 
003 
002 
070 
05« 
112 
037 
064 
072 
035^ 



2 
1 
1 

0 
0 



, 2444 
,4349 
,9097 
977 1 
,9697 
1 .3571 
1 .4886 
2.9096 
2.4506 
1 .5546 
1 .6912 
1 .3787 
6.8183 
1 .3b57 
1 .286b 
2.421 1 
2.3258 
1149 
5239 
80b9 
,3151 
4.6235 
4. 1 126 
4.0971 
4.1493 
0.9517 



2.1467 
2.4176 
1 .3302 
2.2444 
0 . 83b2 
6.8163 
5.9621 



2 
3 
3 
3 
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SOPHOMORE cohort 

oomain: school type public 

statistics: change 



STATISTIC 


ESTIMATE 




SE 




DEFF 


DEFT 


IN VOCATIONAL PROG. 


0 


.055 


0 


. 0 04 


1 


r 

.3b9l 


1.1 65o 


WORKED LAST WEEK 


0 


.179 


0 


• OUb 


2 


.0657 


1 .4383 


WORKING AT CLERICAL JOB 


0 


.lbb 


0 


♦ 005 


1 


• 7904 


1 .3380 


PtOPLt bOOr Orr AT WORK 


-0 


.036 . 


0 


. 0Q4 


1 


.0416 


T. 0206 


H UJHDk 3CTTCO T u A KI C U H 0*1 M 

"WUKK del 1 tK 1 HAN oCHUUi" 


-0 


.044 


0 


*007 


1 


.71 bZ 


1 .3327 


WUKK tNLUUKAbt bUUU HAollo 


0 


.075 


0 


.0 05 


1 


.17 94 


1.0860 


C A Turn a. n*i DuHCC OCT rvAl A i 

r A I HfcR NON rKOrtooIONAL 


0 


.001 


' 0 


.0 03 


1 


.9239 


1 .387 u 


FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 


-0 


.001 


0 


.0 02 


1 


.0 741 


1 . u3b4 


MOTHER finished college 


-0 


.001 


0 


.0 02 


1 


.44 53 


1 .2022 


WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR TV 


-0 


.114 


0 


.003 


1 


.0666 


. 1 ..0329 


-SUrXES-S IN WORK VF.KY IMPORT . 


u 


.010. 


. 0 










MONEY NOT IMPORTANT 


0 


.0 


0 


. 0 03 


1 


. 3 7 1 7 


- 1 .,1 7 1 2 


BEING COMMUNITY LEADER IMP. 


-0 


.05tt 


0 


.005 


1 


.51 54 


1 .231 0 


LIVING CLOSE TO PARENTS IMP. 


-0 


.040 


0 


. OUb 


1 


. B3o6 


1 .3552 


LEISURE NUT I^P. 


-0 


.006 


0 


.0 02 


2 


.265^ 


1 .5051 


POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF^ 


0 


.028 


0 


.0 03 


1 


.5171 


1.2317 


"LUCK MORE IMP. THAN WORK 


-0 


.031 


0 


,004 


1 


.7b 1 7 


1 . 3273 


"SOMEONt PREVENTS SUCCESS" 


-0 


.048' 


0 


.0 06 


2 


.2056 


a /I n r 1 

1.4851 


"Plans donm work uut" 


-0 


.028 


0 


.0 04 


1 


« Q it C 

.1945 


1 .0929 


"NOT MUCH TO BE PRUUD OF 


-0 


♦ 036 


0 


.0 04 


1 


• 56ti2 


1 .2523 


CORRECTING INEQUALITY NOT IMP 


0 


.035 


0 


.0 0b 


1 


.9994 


1.4140 


NO SERIOUS TROUBLE WITH LAIN 


0 


.006 


0 


• 0 U2 


1 


.1906 


4 AMI ""1 

1.0912 


PHYSICALLY UNATTRACTIVE 


-0 


.064 


0 


.0 04 


1 


.77 30 


1 .3315 


MARRIEU 


0 


.0 37 


0 


.0 02 


1 


.7848 


1 .3360 


expecting' kids by as 


-0 


.033 


* 0 


.00b 


1 


.3853 


1.177 0 


EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 24 


-0 


.006 


0 


.003 


1 


.4541 


1.2058 


EXPECT TO FINISH CULLEGE 


-0 


.024 


0 


. 0 04 


1 


.5121 


1 . 2297 


SATISFIED WITH LESS 1 HAN COLLEGE 


-0 


.053 


0 


.004 


1 


.7280 


1 .3145 


EXPECTING NO KIDS 


•0 


.021 


0 


.004 


2 


.5729 


1.5040 


maRO OF HEARING 


-0 


.005 


0 


• 002 


2 


.7972 4 


1 .6725 


VOCAB. SCORE 


2 


.021 


0 




2 


•>47 2 


1 . b 2 ? ? u 


READING SCURE . 


1 


.128 


0 


.026 


1 


. 1453 


1.0702 


MATH, PART 1 SCORE 


1 


.290 


0 


.057 


2 


.5522 


1 . 5975 


MATH, PART 2 SCORE 


0 


.293 


0 


.02b 


1 


.94 58 


1 .3949 


SCIENCE SCORE 


0 


.abb 


0 


.033 


1 


.7504 


« nr "r rw 

1 .3230 


WRITING SCORE 


1 


.575 


0 


.047 


2 


.7883 


1 .6698 


CIVICS SCORE \ 

• \ - 9 ' ' 


' 1 


.040 


0 


.034 


2 


.7804 


1 .6675 


MEAN ..(PROPORTIONS-ONLY) ^ 










1 


.6605 


1 .2785 


MEAN 










1 


.7b82 


T.3lb3 


STANDARD DEVIATION 










0 


.5170 


0.1909 


MEDIAN 










1 


.7504 


1 .3234 


MINIMUM 










1 


.04 1b" 


1 . 02Ub 


MAXIMUM 










2 


.7972 


1 .6725 


RANGE 










1 


.7556 


0.6519 



NUMBER OF N0NC0MPUTA8LE D£FFS= 
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SOPHOMORE COHORT 

DOMAIN: SCHOOL TYPE PRIVATE 

STATISTICS: FOLLOw-UP 



STATISTIC 



ESTIMATE 



SE 



OEFF 



DEFT 



IN VOCATIONAL PROG. 
WORKED LAST WEEK 
WORKING AT CLERICAL JOB 
" PEOPLE GOOF OFF AT WORK" 
M WORK BETTER THAN SCHOOL" 
"WORK ENCOOk AGE GOOD HABITS" 
FATHER NUN PROFESSIONAL 
FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 
MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 
,WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR TV 

SUCCESS ?N WORK VEKY IMPORT. 

MONEY NOT ImPOKTANT 
BEING COMMUNITY LEADER IMP. 
LIVING CLOSE TO PARENTS IMP. 
LEISURE NOT, IMP/ 
POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 
"LUCK MORE IMP. THAN WORK 
"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" 
"PLANS DON'l WORK OUT" 

"not much to be proud of" 
correcting inequality not imp 
no serious trouble with law 
physically unattractive 

MARRIED. . 

EXPECTING KIDS BY 25 

expecting own place by 2a 

EXPECT TO FINISH CULLEGE 

SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 

EXPECTING NO KIDS 

HARD . OF HEARING 

VOCAB. SCORE 

READING SCORE 

MATH, PART 1 *SCORE 

MATH , PART 2 SCORE 

SCIENCE SCPRE 

WRITING SCORE 

CIVICS SCORE 



0.113 
O.bbO 
3 1 1 ' 
0.141 
0.496 
0.77b 
0.803 
0.41b 
0.278 
O.J 11 
. 0.-659. 
0.113 
0.537 
0.727 
0.009 
0 .934 
0 .084 
0.17b 
0.147 
0.091 
0.38b 
0 .963 
0.085 
0.013 
0 .443 
0.90b 

o.bia 

0.551 
0.075 
0.018 

13.594 
9.985 

15.200 
3.891 

1 1 .127 

11.997 
b .464 



0.028 
0 .022 
0.017 
010 
0.017 
0.018 
0 .029 
0.040 
0 .037 
0.014 
0.0 08 
0,-0 0 9 
0 . 024 
0.018 
0.002 
0.00/ 
0.012 
0.017 
0.015 
0.006 
0.014 
0 .00 8 
0.009 
0 .002 
0 .023 
0.005 
0 .039 
0.032 
0.00b 
0.005 
0.380 
0 .324 
0 .685 
0. 198 
0 .286 
0.219 
0. 149 



29.5723 
7 . 4204 
4.2020 
2.3912 
3.3919 
5*6185 
U8.6009 
22. 0498 
23.6560 
3.5635 



2.9336 
8.3806 
5.9234 
1 .5632 
2.7739 
6.3894 
6143 
0827 
6532 
9956 
4839 
70b2 
0591 
1612 
^855 
22.9215 
14.577b 
1.7779 
5.3155 
21 .2256 
lb. 5a 7 9" 
2b. 9782 
15.2094 
14.2148 
9.1355 
. 3.2b34 



6 
6 

■2, 
2. 
6 
3 

i. 

7 

0 , 



5.4 3 80 „ 
2.7 240 ' 
2.0499 
1 ,,5464 
1.8417 
2.3703 
4.3129 
4.b9$7 
4 .8637 
> 1.8877 

i-r±W— 



1 .7128 

2 -8'9<49 
2.4338 
-1 .2562 
1 .b655 
2..5277 
2.5718 
2.4bb3 

1 .6289 
1.7308 
2.54o*3 
1 .9252 
1 .0291 

2 . b 7 9J> 

0 .9927 
4.78,76 
3.8181 
1 .3334 
2.30 55,. 

.0679 
5.-1941 
3.^99,9 
3.7702 
3.0225 

1 .8065 



4 

4' 



MEAN (PROPORTIONS ONLY) 
MEAN * 

STANOARD^DEVIATION 

MEDIAN 

MINIMUM 

MAXIMUM. 

RANGE 

NUMBER OF NONCUMPUTABLE UEFFS= 



7 .7580 
9. 1706 
8. 1865 
6. 0627 
$.9855 
29.5723, 
28.58bb 



2.5143 
2.7913 
"1 .26^8 
2 . 4t>63 
0 .9927 
5 . 43tt0 
4.4453 
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sophomorje cohort 

domain: school type private 

.statistics: base YEAR 



( 



statistic 

in vocational prog, 
worked last week 
working at clerical job 
"people goof off a i work m 
" work better than school" 
"work encourage 'good habits" . 
father non professional 
father finished college 

MOTHER FINISHED COL|p£Gc 
WATCH MORE THAN \jN& HOU^R TV 
SUCCESS IN WORK VEkY import. 
MONEY NOT IMPORTANT \U 
BEING COMMUNITY LEADSrLIm*. 
LIVING CLOSE TO P A Ht§ NTS-' IMP. 
LEISURE NOT IMP. 

POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF * " 
"LUCK MORE IMP. THAN WORK 
"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS** 
"PLANS DON |V r wORK v Ou T " 
"NOT MUCH TO BE PROUO OF" 
CORRECTING INEdUAL'M-Y /<NOT IMP ? 
NO SERIOUS TROUBLE wl-TH LAW 
PHY SiC ALLY UN ATTRACTIVE 
MARRIED 

EXPECTING KIDS BY 25 

EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 24 

hXPECT TO FINISH COLLEGE 

SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 

EXPECTING NO KIDS 

HaRD "OF HEARING , 

V0CA8 . SCORE 

READING SCOkE" 

MATH, PART 1 SCORE 

MATH, PART 2 SCORE 

SCIENCE SCORE 

WRI1ING SCORE « , 

CIVICS SCORE 



MEAN CPROPORTIONS ONLY) 
MEAN 

STANDARD DEVIATION 

MEDIAN 

MINIMUM 

MAXIMUM 

RANGE 

NUM6EK OF NO N COMPUTABLE DEFF6= 

« 



ESTIMATE 



SE 



a 



0 


.069 


0.0 14 


. 0 


.389 


0.027 


0 


.116 


0.010 


0 


.156 


0 . 0 1 0 


0 


.55^ 


0.014 


0 


.b87 


0 *. 0 0 8 


0 


.785 


0.026 


0 


.408 


0.036 


0 


.281 


0'.032 


-0 


.842 


, ,. 0 . 0 1 6 


0 


.861, 


0.OU8 


0 


.110 


' 0.0 07 


0 


;588 


0.026 


o 


.763 


.. 0.0 11 


0 


.011 


- 0.002 


0 


.921 


0.011 


0 


.105 


0.00 7 


0 


.226 


0.015 


0 


.lfrl 


o aoi.a 


0 


.lV7 


0.00b 


0 


.371 


0.011 


0 


.945 


0.00b 


0 


. 1 4 0 ° 


0 wO 13 


0 


.002 


0.001 


0 


.527 


0.01b 


0 


.924 


0.005 


0 


.593 


0.031 


0 


.bb9 


0 . 035 


o 


.088 


0.00b 


0 


.018 


0.004 


10 


.982 


: 0 .352 


6 


.290 - 


0.2b7 


12 


.939 ■ 


0.55o 


3 


.332 ' 


, 0.2Q8 


10 


.014 


0.34b 


10 


.063 


0.329 


5 


.259 


* 0.193 



DEFF 




DEFT 


11.17 14 




a 


1 1 .3225 


.3 


.3bf9 


. 2.822b 


1 


.68&1 ' 


2.0472 


* 1 


. 4306 


2.1694 


1 


.4729 


0.8245 


0 


.90b0 


1 1 ,9«83 


3 


.4b24 


14.5293 


3 


.811/ 


15.357 1 


3 


.9188' 


7 .0632 


2 


.6577 / 


1 . 9477 


i 


.395b 


1.8183 


1 


.3464' 


ll t 5821 


3 


.4033 ■ 


2 . 4 1 b 9 


* 1 


'.554b 


<1 .3950 


1 


.1611 


5.5444 


• 2 


.£547 


1*. 727-7 


1 


.31^44 • 


4 . 0943 


2 


.0 23 4 


2 . 4 7 0 7 


1 


-.57 16 


1 .1754 


1 


.0842 


1 .8678 


1 


.36b7 


2.4894 


1 


.5778 


4.8810 




.2093 


2. 098J 


1. 


. 4485 


4.3459 


2 


.0854 


1.2106 


1 


.1003 


14.3420 




.787 1 


19.5253 


" 4 


.4187 . 


2.7792 


1 


.667 r 


3.0717 


V 1 


,752b 


lb. 940 1 


4 


. 1 15b 


1 1 . 1847 


3 


.3444 


19.9838 


, 4 


. 4703 


16.^8421 


4 


. 340o 


23.2549 


4 


.8223 


16.J6-90 5 


4 


.0854 


/5. 0 92 7- 


2 


.25b7 


5.6694 


2 


\ 

.1565 


7.b235 


2 


.490 0 


'6.7533 


1 


.2095 


4.34«9 


2 


10854 


0 . 8245» 


* 0 


.90,80 


23.2549 


4 


.6223 


22. 4304 


3 


.9143 



9 

ERIC 
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SOPHOMORE' COHORT' * ' 

DOMAIN: SCHOOL TYPE PRIVATE - »>• 

STATISTICS: CHANGE 



STATISTIC' 


ESTIMATE 




SE 




DEFF • 




DEFT 


■r 

IN. VOCATIONAL PROG . 




o a 3 


0 


.0 14 


5 


.3065 


2 


.3036 


FORKED. LAST WEEK * 




• IOC 


0 


.017 


2 


.bb92 


1 


.6399 


WORKING Al CLEKlCAL.JOB 


o 




0 


.021 


4 


.5249 


2 


.1272 


" PEOPLE GOOF OFF Al WORK " 


-0 


n 1 0 


0 


.014 


1 


.8319 


1 


.3535 " 


"WORK BETTER THAN SCHOOL" 


— 0 


0 K 7 


0 


.01b 


1 


.3bb8 


1 


. 1 6*9 1 


'"wflRK ENCOURAGE GOOD HABITS" 


o 




0 


.01b 


1 


.9325 


1 


.3902 


FATHER NON PROFESSIONAL 


o 

,\J 


0 1 h 


0 


.007 


1 


.2876 


1 


. 134 7 


FATHER FINISHED C-OLLEGE 




0 0 u 


0 


.005 


1 


.0944 


1 


.0462 


MOTHER* FINIShEu COLLEGE 


— 0 


of i u 


0 


.006 


1 


.4913 


1 


.2212 


WATCH MORE THAN .ONE Je»OUR TV 


_ o 

V 


1 "4^> 
• JL — 1 D 


0 


.U09 


1 


.2096 


1 


,099b 


SUCCESS IN WORK VERY&IMPURT. 


— I'k 




0 


.009 


1 


.5084 ' 


1 


.2282 


MONEY' NOT IMPORTANT 


\j 


ft ft 1 


0 


:oo8 


1 


.5573 


1 


.2479 


BEING COMMUNITY LEADER IMP. 


_ a 


fl /I c i 


0 


.020 


4 


.0296 




. 0074 


LIVING CLOSE TO PARENTS IMP. 


** u 


• udO 


0 


.020 


5 


.1396 




.267 1 


LEISURE NOT " IMP. 


_ A 


ft ft Zl 


0 


».003 


1 


.8511 


1 


.3605 


POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 


u 


. U 1 J 


0 


.0U7 


1 


.8242 


1 


.3506 


'"LUCK MORE IMP. THAN WORK 


— u 


fl p 
• vuJ 


0 


.oi<n 


5 


.2648 




.2945 


"SOMEONE "PREVENTS SUCCESS" / 




ft ^ 
• U J J 


0 


.013 


2 


.2098 


1 


.4866 


"PLANS DON'T, WORK OU 1 " J 


_ A 

u 


f i ft 0 


0 


.0 1 1 


1 


.8991 


1 


.3761 


""NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD .OF" / 


_ A 
> ~ U 


.licit) 


0 


.008 


1 


.1470 


1 


.0710 / 


CORRECTING INEQUALITY NOT "IMP . 


A 
u 


ft ft Q 
, V U 7 


0 


.013 


1 


.6207 


1 


.2731 


NO SERIOUS TROUBLE WITH LAW 


A 


ft 1 Zl 


0 


.00b 


2 


.2277 


1 


.4926 


physically unattractive 


_ A 


ft ^ K . 


0 


.017 


6 


.2792 




.505b • 


MARRIED 


A 


ft 1 11 


0 


.003 


1 


.5852 


1 


.2591 


EXPECTING KIDS BY 25 


— A 


ft 7 A 


0 


.0 1.9 


3 


.5898 


1 


.8947 


EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY -24 


-0 


.01/ 


0 


.009 


1 


.6661 


1 


.3660 


Expect to finish college 


0 


.0 04 


0 


.014 


2 


.7644 


1 


.6627 


SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 


-0 


. 109 


0 


.0 1b 


3 


.5344 




.8800 


EXPECTING NO KIDS 


-0 


.010 


0 


.011 


3 


.9117 




.9778 


HARD OF HEAKING 


0 


.0 02 


0 


.004 


2 


.9365 




.7 136 


VOCA8. SCORE 


.. 2 


.533 


0 


.086 


2 


.2265 




,<i92« 


READING SCORE 


1 


.b31 


0 


.110 


3 


.0450 




.7450 


MATH, PART 1 SCORE 


1 


.9b7 


0 


. 2'0 5 * 


5 


.2464 


2 


.2905 


MATH, P A>R T* 2 SCORE. 


0 


.514 


u 


.030 


0 


.4423 


0 


.6651 


SCIENCE SCORE 


' 1 


.052 


0 


.110 


3 


.4442 


1 


.8559 


WRI 1 ING SCOKE 


1 


.868 


0 


.134 


4 


.249.0 


2 


.0613 


CIVICS SCORE 


1 


.134 


0 


.121 


6 


.3370 


2 


.5173 



MEAN (PROPORTIONS ONLY) 
v, MEAiN 

STANDARD DEVIATION 
MEDIAN 
MINIMUM 

MAXIMUM ■ / 
RANGE 

NUMBER OF NONCOMPUTABLE DEFFS= 



/ 



ERIC 



2.6494 
2.8236 
1 .581 1 
2.2277 
0.4423 
6.3370 
5.8947 



1 .5734 . 
1.6170 
0.4633 , 
1 .492b ... 
0.6651 
2.5173" 
1 .6522 
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SOPHOMORE COHORT 

DOMAIN; SCHOOL PROGRAM ACADEMIC 
STATISTICS: FOLLOw-UP 



STATISTIC 




ESTIMATE 




SE 




DEFF 




DEFT 


FORKED LAST WEEK 




0 


.553 


0 


.006 


2 


.6933 


1 


.6411 


FORKING AT ClEkICAL JOB 




0 


.275 


0 


.007 


2 


.1484 


1 


.4b57 


"PEOPLE GOOF OFF AT *Okk" ' 




0 


. 130 


0 


.004 


1 


.1507 


1 


.U727 


"wOKK BETTER Than school" 




0 


.421 


.0 


.007 


1 


.6465 


1 


.2832 


"WORK ENCOURAGE GOOD HABITS" 




0 


.77 9 


U 


.00b 


1 


.7526 


1 


.3239 


FATHER -NON PK0F&S3I0NAL 




0 


.811 


0 


.0U6 


4 


.0511 


2 


.0127 


father finished college 




0 


.368 


0 


.011 


« , 4 


.9441 


2 


.2235 


MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 






.232 


0 


.011 


6 


,65«4 


2 


.5804 


WATCH MORE THAN ONt HOUR TV 




o 


. v 7a3 


0 


..0 0b 


1 




- 1 


.3881 


SUCCESS IN WORK VERY IMPORT. 




o 


.893 


' 0 


.004 


1 


."721 


1 


.2931 


MONEY NOT IMPORTANT 




o 


.106 


•o. 


•904 


1 


.6846 

1 


1 


.2979 


BEING COMMUNITY LEADER IMP. 




o 


. 5S6 


0 


UU7 


I 


.9699 


1 


.4035 


living close to parents imp. 




o 


.693 


0 


.009 


3 


.7924 


1 


.9474 


LEISURE NOT IMP. 




o 


.010 


0 


♦ 001 


1 


. 0530' 


1 


. 02b2 


POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 




o 


.942* 


0 


.003 


1 


.5875 


1 


.2600 


"LUCK MORE IMP. THAN WOKK • 




0 


.0b9 


0 


.003 


1 


.3307 ' 


1 


.1536 


"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" 




o 


. 153 


0 


.006 


• 2 


.538b 


1 


.5933 


"PLANS DON«l WORK OUT" 




o 


.110 


0 


.004 


1 


.5264 


1 


.2363 


"NOT MUCH TO b£ PROUD OF" 




o 


.076 


0-.003 


1 


.2257 


1 


.1071 


CORRECTING INEQUALI r YoNOT IMP 




o 


.369 


0 


.00 7 


2 


.0921 


1 


.4464 


NO SERIOUS TROUBLE WITH LAW 




o 


.977 


0 


.002 


1 


.7559 


1 


.3251 


PHYSICALLY UNATTRACTIVE 




0 


.084 


0 


.003 


1 


.1458 


1 


.0704 


■MARKIED x 




0 


.012 


0 


.002 


3 


.0746 


1 


.7535 


EXPECTING KIDS BY 25 




o 


.417 


0 


.009 . 


3 


.0795 


1 


.7546 


EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 2a 




0 


.908 


0 


. 004 - 


1 


.7813 


1 


.3346 


EXPECT TO FINISH COLLEGE 




0 


.709 


0 


.009 


3 


.8989 


i 1 


.974b 


SATISFIED WITH LESb THAN COLLEGE 




0 


.482 


0 


.011 


4 


.6^35 




. 1 6 6 _)■ 


EXPECTING NO KIDS 




0 


.074 


0 


.003 


1 


.2358 




.1117 


HARD OF HEARING 




0 


.015 


0 


,00i 


2 


.8057 




,b/50 


VOCAB. SCORE - 




13 


.776 


0 


. 098 


3 


.BO^tf 




. 9499 


HEADING SCORE ' * 




10 


.658 


0 


.082 


2 


. 7 8 03 




.b674 


MATH, PART 1 SCORE 




. 16 


.522 


0 


. 164 


4 


.4*490 




.1093 


MATH, PART 2 SCORE 




4 


.392 


0 


. UbO 


3 


.8U3^ ° 




.9503 


SCIENCE SCORE 




11 


.899 


0 


.079 


3 


.2752 




.8096 


WRITING SCORE 




12 


.366 


0 


.059 


' 1 


.8327 




.3538 


CIVICS - SCORE 




6 


.623 


0 


.034 


Q 


.457b 


0 


.67 65 



MEAN (PROPORTIONS ONLY) 

MEAN ' 

STANDARD DEVIATION 

MEDIAN 

MINIMUM 

MAXIMUM 

RANbE 

NUMBER OF NONCOMPUTABLE OEFFS 



= 0 



2.4907 

2.5366 

1 .3530 

2.0310 

0.45^-6, 

b . b5ti4 

b.20O6 

t 



1 .5291 
1 .540CK 

0 .4121 
1.4249 
0 .6 7.65 
2.5804 
1.90 3-9 
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-A4-29- 



sophomore cohort 

domain: school prugkam academic 

STATISTICS: BASE YEAK 



STATISTIC ' 

WORKED LAST tfEEK 
WORKING Al CLERICAL JOB 
"PEOPLE GOOF OFF A I WORK " 
"WORK BETTER THAN SCHOOL" 
"WORK ENCOURAGE GOOD HABITS" 
FATHER NON PROFESSIONAL 
FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 
MOTHER" FINISHED COLLEGE • 
WATCH MORE THAN ONE HUUR TV 
SUCCESS IN WORK VERY IMPORT. 
MONEY NOT IMPORTANT 
BEING COMMUNITY LEADER IMP. 
LIVING tLOSE TO PARENTS IMP. 
LEISURE NOT IMP. 
POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 
"LUCK MORE IMP. THAN WORK 
"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" 
"PLANS DON'T WpRK OUT" 
"NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF" 
CORRECTING INEQUALITY NOT IMP 
NO IjERIOU-S TROUBLE WITH LAW 
PHYSICALLY UNATTRACTIVE 
MARRIED ' 

EXPECTING KIDS BY 25 

EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 24 

EXPECT TO FINISH COLLEGE 

SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 

EXPECTING NO KIOS 

HARO Ojr.jlEARING 

V0CA8. SCORE 

READING SCORE 

MATH, PART 1 SCORE 

MATH, PART 2 SCORE 

SCIENCE SCORE 

WRITING SCORE 

CIVICS SCORE 



MEAN (PROPORTIONS ONLY) 
MEAN 

STANDARD DEVIATION 
-MEDIAN 
MINIMUM 
MAXIMUM 
RANGE 

NUMBER OF N0NC0MPUTA8LE DEFFS 



ESTIMATE 

0.368 
0.084 
,0.152 
0.4S3 
"0.691 
0.808 
0.370 
0.234 
0 .888 
0.893 
0.101 
0.592 
0.75b 
0.012 
0 .920 
0.087 
0 . 1 95 
0.133 
0.098 
0.330 
0.97 2 
0.141 
0.001 
0.4 91., 
0.915 
0.701 
0.625 
0.091 
0.014 
11.398 
9. 164 
14.262 

3.764 • 
1 0.8O9 
10.738 
5.b39 



~ 1 





SE 




OEFF 


DEFT 


0 


.OIK 


5 


.231 5 


2.2872 


0 


.004 


1 


. 7080 ' 


1 .3069 


0 


.005 


1 


.5127 


1 .2299 


0 


.000 


2 


.0163 


n .42oo 


0 


.006 


1 


.3393 - 


171 573 


0 


.008. 


3 


.3894 


1 .8410 


0 


.0 11 


4 


.0261 


2. 00b5 


0 


.old 


4 


.6297 


2.1977 


0 


.005 


2 


.5286 


1 .5901 


0 


.003 


0 


.9329 


0 .9659 


0 


.003 


0 


.9671 


. 0.9935 


0 


. OUB 


2 


.599b 


1 .6123 


0 


.005 


1 


.3320 


1 . 154 1 


0 


.001 


0 


.8582 


0 . 92b4 


0 


.004 


2 


.0099 t 


1.4177 


0 


.003 


1 


. 0440 


< 1.0216 


0 


.006 


2 


.0572 


1 t 4 34 3 


0 


.006 


2 


.887 1 


-1 .6992 


0 


. 0U4 


1 


.b957 


1.3022 


0 


.007 


2 


.1837 


1 . 4777 


0 


.003 


3 


.2120 


1 .7922 


0 


.005 


1 


.9592 


1-.399 7 


0 


.0 


0 


.0 


0 . 0 


0 


.007 


1 


.812b 


1 .34b3 


0 


.003 


1 


.0932 


1 . 0455 


0 


.007 


2 


.3052 


1.5183 


0 


.010 


4 


.1589 


2.0393 


0 


.003 


1 


.0403 • 


1 .0200 


0 


.00 2 


2 


.6571 / 


1 .630 1 


0 


.103 


4 


.0341 


2'. 0085 


0 


.0.96 


4 


.0539 ,. f 


2. 0134 


0 


.151 


a 


;0414 


'2.0103 


0 


.062 




.5136 - 


2. 1246 


0*091 


, 4 


.2511 , 


2. 061b 


0 


.084 


3 


.2481 


1 .8022 


0 


.057 


1 


.2355 


1.1115 

r 






2 


.3256 


1 . 4773 






2 


.5367 


1 J5419 






ter2838 


0 .4050 






2 


. 1037 


1 .477tf" 






0 


.8502 


0.92b4 






5 


.2315? 


2.2872 






a 


.37 33 


1 . 3006 



) 



9 

ERIC 



290 



-A4-30- 



SOPHOMOtfE COHORT 

DOMAIN:* SCHOOL PRUGR AM ACADEMIC 
STATISTICS: CHANGE- 



STATISTIC 

WORKED LAST Yt§jtfC~~~^~" ' .. 
AORKING AT CLERICAL JOB 
"PEOPLE tfOOF OFF Al rtURK" 
"WORK BETTER THAN SCHOOL" 
"WORK ENCOORAGE GOOD HABITS" 
FATHER NON PROFESSIONAL 
FATHER FINISHED CULLEGE 
MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 
WATCH MORE THAN ONE HOOK TV 
SUCCESS IN -WORK VERY IMPORT. 
MONEY NOT IMPOKTANT 1 
BEING COMMUNITY LEADER IMP. 
LIVING CLOSE TO PARENTS IMP. 
LEISURE NOT IMP. 
POS.1T1VE ATTITUDE TO SELF 
"LUCK MORE IMP. THAN wOkK 
"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" 
"PLANS OON ■ 1 WORK OUT" . 
"NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF" 
CORRECTING INEQUALITY NOT IMP 
NO SERIOUS TKOU6LE WlTtl LAW 
PHYSICALLY UNATTRACTIVE 
MARRIED 

expecting kids by 25 
expecting own place by 24 
expect to finish college ' 

SATISFIED WITH LESS Than .COLLEGE 
EXPECTING NO KIDS 
HAJO OF HEARING 
yJfSAB. SCORE 

(Sading SCORE 

MATH, PART 1. SCORE 
MATH,' PART 2 SCOKt 
SCIENCE SCORE 
WRITING SCORE 
CIVICS SCORE 



MEAN (PROPORTIONS ONLY) 

MEAN v 

STANDARD DEVIATION 

MEDIAN 

MINIMUM 

MAX 1MUM V 

RANGE 

NUMBER OF NON COMPUTABLE 







M 

w • 




C O T T 1* A T I 

EST IMA It 


St 


DEPP- 


DEFT 


0.187 


0.009 


2 . 08t>3 


1 .4444 


0.191 


0*006 


1 . 9493 


1 . 39b2 


-0 .022 


0.007 


1 .494b 


1 . 2225, 


-0 . U59 


0.009 


1 .320 1 


1 . 1490 


0 . 096 


0.0 10 


1 .9925 


1.411b 


-0.001 


0.00b 


1.7927 


1 . 3389 


0.004 


0 ..0 0 3 


1 . 1384 


1 . Ubb9 


-0.002 


0.002 


0 . 585b 


0.7653 


-0.142 


0.005 


1.2031 


1 .0 969 


-0 . OU 1 


0.006 


2.2051 


1.4850 


0.008 


0.005 


1.7177 


1 e 310b 


-0.037 , 


0.007 


1 .4245 


1 . 1935 


-0.064 


0.008 


2.2133 


1.4877 


-0.003 


0.002 


1 .8835 


1 .3724 


0 . 02b 


0:003 


0 .894b 


0 .9456 


-0.0 16 


0.004 


1 .3023 


1.14 12 


-0 .034 


0.007 


1 .9208 


1 .3854 


-0.021 


0.005 


1 .2947 


1.1379 


-0 .023 


0.005 


1 .62i9 


1 . 2743 


0.037 


0.009 


2,2839 


1 «3l 13 


0.005 


0.003 


2.3079 


1.5192 


-0.055 


0.005 


1 . 5b5 1 


1.2510 


0.015 


0.003 


4.6802 


2*1634 


-0 .067 


0.008 


1 . 6648 


1 . 2903 


-0.0 07 


0.005 


1.6177 


1.2714 


-0.002 


0.00b 


1.3720 


1.17 13 


-0.134 


0.007 


1 . b420 


1.2814 


-0.015 


0.003 


0 . 7849 


0.8859 


0 . 0u2 


0.002 


2.0505 




2.393 


0„049 


2.06-97 


1 .4386 


1 .542 


0.046 


1 .b207 


1 . 2:7 3 1 


2.3b4 . 


0.0b4 


1.6762 


1 .2947 


0 .b38 


0.034 


1 . b5 0 7 


1 .2770 


1.083 


0.050 


2. Ib69 


1 .4720 


1 .bbb 


0 .053 


2.0305 


1 . 4249 


1 . 189 


0.0 42 


2.2414 


' 1 . 497 1 


X 




1 .73bl 


1 .2947 






1 .7b24 


1 .3076 






0 . bb05 


0.2315 


J 




1 .6705 


T.2925 






0.585b 


0.7653 






4 .6802 


2. Ib34 


/ 




4 . 0946 


1 . 3981 



DEFFS= 0 
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SOPHOMORE COHORT 

DOMAIN: SCHOOL PROGRAM VUCATIONAL 
S TATIST ICS t FGLLOw-JP 



STATISTIC 

WORKED LAST WEEK 
WORKING AT CLERICAL JOB 
"PEOPLE GOOF OFF - AT v*OKK'«- 
H WORK BETTER THAN SCHOOL" 
"WORK ENCOURAGE' GOOD HAdlTS" 
FATHER NON PROFESSIONAL 
FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 

mother finished college 
watch more than one hour tv 
success in w;ork VEkY import, 
money not important 
being community leader imp. 
living close to parents imp. 
lei soke not imp. 
positive" attitode to self ' 
"lock more imp. than work" 
"someone prevents success" 
"plans oon't work out" 
"not moch to be prood of" 
correcting inequality not imf/ 
no serious trouble with law 
physically unattractive 

MARRIED 

EXPECTING KIDS BY 25 • 
EXPECTING OWNyPLACE BY 24 
EXPECT TO FINISH COLLEGE 
SATISFIEO WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 
EXPECTING NO KIDS 
HARD OF HEAKING 

vocab. s(pore 
Reading score 
math, part 1 score 

MATH, PART*2 SCORE 
SCIENCE SCORE . - 
WRITING SCORE 
CIVICS SCORE 



MEAN (PROPORTIONS ONLY) 
MEAN 

STANDARD DEVIATION 

MEDIAN 

MINIMUM 

MAXIMUM 

RANGE 

NUMBER OF NONCOMPUTABLE DEFFSr 



ESTIMATE 


SE ' 


DEFF 




DEFT 

■i 


0.545 


0 .006 


1 .8858 




1 .3732 


0.27S 


0 .OOfi 


1-9120 




1 .3827 


0.118 


0 .005 


1.3071 




1.14 33 


O.Sbl 


0 .007 


1.1041 




1.0507 


0.609 


0 . 007 


1.8207 




1 .3493 


0. 947 


0 .004 


2. 04b6 




1 .4306 


0.063 


0 .005 


1 . VStto 




1.4102 


0. 059 


0.004 


' 1 .8475 




1 .359d 


.0.807 


0 .006 


- 1.63-0 6 




1 .2769 


0 . 65b 


0.006 


1 .961 7 




1 .4006 


0 . 0 95 


0.004 


1 .247b, 




U 1169 


0.443 


0 . tf'0 7 


1.3106 




1 . 1 4-4 8 


0.727 


0.Q08 


2.1376 




1 .4621 


0. 02b 


0 . «Q3 


2.37bb 




U5416 


0.925 


0 .Jtf04 


• 1 . 4396 




4 .'1996 


0.179 


0*. / 0Q7 


2.0bS6 




1 .4373 


0.320 


0 . 00d 


1.7808 




1 .3345 


0.265 


0.007 


M . 5 4 5 3 ' 




1 .2431 


0. 156 


0.00b 


1 .{>776 




1 .2953 


0.400 


0 . 008 


1.7618 




1 .3273 


0.941 


O.'O04 


1 .9003 




1 .3785 


0.120 


0.006 


2.2212 


/ 


1 . 4904 


0. 035 


0.003 


1.6117 




1 .2695 


0.b23 


0.010 


2.5680 




1 .'6025 


0.926 


0 .004 


1.4247 




1 .1936 


0.136 


0.006 


2. 0152 




1 .4196 


0.925 


0.005 


2.2607 




1 .5036 


0 .067 


0 . 005 


* 1.941b 




1 .3934 


0. 024 


0.002 


1 .2302 




1 .1092 


8.042 


0. 095 


2.2749 




1 .5063 


5.723 


0 . 069 


1.7645 




1 .3263' 


7.261 


0.141 


* 2.7038 




1 .6443 


1.729 


0 . 038 


1 .7441 




1 .320b 


7.839 


0 .092 


2.7251 




1.6508 


71818 


0 .073 


1 .2956 




1 .1382 


4.526 


0.044 


0.4860 




0 . b9ttb 

* 






1 .8099 




1 .3383 






1 .80bl 




1 .3314 






0.4662 




0. 1857 






1 .8341 




1 .3542 






0 . 4880 




0 . b96b 






2.7251 




1 . b50b 






2.2371 




0 .9522 
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SOPHOMORE COHORT 

DOMAIN: SCHOOL PROGRAM VOCATIONAL V 
STATISTICS: BASE YEAR 



^STATISTIC ) 




ESTIMATE 




SE 




DEFF 




DEFT 


WORKED LAST WEEK 




o 


• -J U J 


0 


.007 


1 


.4552 




,20b3 


WORKING AT CLERICAL JOB 




o 


OHO 


0 


.005 


1 


.9325 




.390 1 


PEOPLE GOOF OFF Al WU.KK" 




0 


1 7 2 

• Arc 


0 


.007 


1 


.794 1 




.3394 


WORK BETTEH THAN SCHOOL 


t 


o 


. 602 


0 


.009 


1 


.8030 




.3427 


"WUKK tNLOURAGE GOOD HABITS 




o 


* 739 


0 


. 006 


1 


.009b , 




. 0 048 


rATHER NUN PKUFESoIUNAL 




a 


• 943 


0 


.004 


1 


.4777 




.215b 


r A I HtK rlNlSHED CuLLEGE 




o 


. 095 


0 


. 006 


1 


.9054 




.3804 


MU 1 HtK rlNlbrltU COLLEGE 




7 0 


• 064 


0 


.005 


d 


*20b4 




. 4854 


WAICH MUKt I HAN UN£ HUUR TV 




o 


921 


0 


.0 04 


1 


.4913 




.2212 


SUCCESS IN WORK VERY IMPORT. 




o 


827 ♦ 


0 


.006 


1 


,b490 




. 284 1 


MONEY NOT IMPORTANT 




0 


102 


0 


♦ 00b 


1 


.785b- 




.3363 


BtlNG COMMUNITY LEADER IMP. 




o 


.50 0 


0 


.007 


1 


. 257 1 




.1212 


LIVING CLOSE TO PARENTS IMP. 




o 




0 


.007 


1 


.72b4 




.3139 


LEISURE «*GT IMP. 




1) 


• V J A 


0 


.002 


0 


.8759 




.9359 


PUSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 




o 


90 1 


0 


.005 


1 


.bl04 




.2690 


"LUCK MORE IMP. (HAN wOKK 




o 


215 

♦ L 1 J 


0 


.007 


1 


.b77b 




.2952 


"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS 




1 

o 


384 


0 


.007 


1 


. Ib98 




* 

.081b 


-PLANS DON'T WORK OUT * 




o 


• 289 


0 


.007 


1 


.3821 




. 1 75b 


_N0| MUCH TO BE PROuU OF" 




o 


. 1 9b 


0 


. 006 


1 


.3340 




. 1 550 


CUKKEC 1 I NG * I NEUU ALI T Y NOT IMP 




o 


.3b9 


0 


.007 


1 


. 3b49 




.1683 


NO oEKIOUo 1 NUUBLt WITH LAW 




o 


.925 


0 


.004 


1 


.47 0 1 In 




.21*25 


PHYblCALLY UNAlTRACllVE 


\ 


o 


. 1 83 


0 


.007 




. 0340 




. 42b2 


'"^ij a no T r^p\ 

M ARRI EO 




o 


w 005 


0 


.00 1 * 


1 


.3105 




.4448 


EXPECTING KIDS BY 2b 




o 


.658 


0 


.0 08 


1 


. bb85 




.2917 


P u OP TP T hi O ... a | Ol » f^. r*" P\ vy — n , | 

EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 24 


f 


0 


.935 ' 


0 


. 003 


0 


.8743 




. 9350 


i ~ \/ fTj / — TP T r - T A i T O a a ^ t i I i f~ r - 

EXPECT TO FINISH CULLEGE 






17 4 


0 


. 006 9 


1 


. b552 




..2 8 6,6 


SATISFIED WITH LE*SS THAN COLLEGE 




0 


.925 


0 


.004 


1 


.4511 




.2046 


EXPECTING NO K IDS - 




0 


i 04 


0 


.005 


1 


.8532 




.2858 


HARD OF HEARING 






0 0 


0 


.0 03 


4 


.8953 




•fM 


VOCAB. SCORE 






^^"^ 
• -j ~j * 


0 


. 069 


1 


.3528 




.1631 


READING SCORE 




a 


8a o 


0 


.058 


1 


.3413 




.1561 


MATH f PARI 1 SCORE 






733 


0 


.120 


2 


,03b0 




.42b9 


MATrif PART 2 SCORE 




1 
A 


651 


0 


.036 


1 


,5802>n n > 




.257 1 


SCIENCE SCOftE 




7 


209 


0 


.071 


1 


. b24b 




. 274b 


WRITING SCORE 




b 


.185 


0 


.075 


1 


.4435 




.20 15 


CIVICS SCORE 




3 




0 


.043 


0 


.5254 


0 


. 7246 


MEAN (PROPORTlONS t ONLY) 












1 


.5424 


1 


r 

.23'50 


MEAN ' t' J 












1 


.5229 


1 


.224« 


STANDARD "DEVIATION 










A 


0 


. 35 1 b 


0 


.1532 


MEDIAN 












1 


.5357 


1 


.2391 


MINIMUM 












0 


.5254 


u 


.72^8 


MAXIMUM 


\ 










2 


.2064 


1 


. U6b4 


RANGE 






A 






1 


.b.aio-- 


0 


. 7606 



flUMBER OF NONCOMPU TABLE DEFFS= ^0 
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\ V 

-A4-33- . " . 

sophomore cohort* 

domain: school program vocational 
statistics: change 



STATISIIC 
WORKED LAST WEEK 


ESTIMA-TE 




SE 




OEFF 


DEFT 


o 


.17 9 


0 


.008 


• 1 


. 0ob3 


1 .0326 


WORKING AT CLERICAL JOB 


0 


.170 


0 


.009 




.6625 


1 .2894 


" PEOPLE GOOF OFF AT WORK " 


-0 

i. v 


..0 57 


0 


.007 




^90 79 


0.9526 


"WORK SETTER THAN SCHOOL " 


-0 


.036 


0 


.010 




• 044,5 


1 .0220 


"WORK ENCOURAGE GOOO HABITS" 


0 


.07a 


0 


.009 




.1957 


1 .0935 


FATHER NON PROFESSIONAL 


0 


. 0 0^6 


0 


.004 




.3728 


1.1717 


FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 


-0 


.009 


0 


.003 


- 0 


.8287 


0.9103 


MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 


i -0 


.002 


0 


.0 04 




.7968 


1 .34U4, 


WjaCH MORE THAN ONE HOUR TV 


-0 


.111 ' 


6 


.006 




. 1944 


l'.0929' 


SUCCESS IN WORK V£KY IMPORT. 


0 


.024 


0 


.0 07 




.4025 


K1843 


MONEY NOT IMPORTANT 


"0 


.007 


0 


.005 




.0856 


1.0419 


BEING COMMUNITY .LEADER IMP. 


-0 


.05S 


0 


.009 




.3660 


1. 169b 


LIVING CLOSE TO PARENTS IMP. ' 


-0 


.037 


0 


?3Q09 




; 7358 


•1.3175 


LEISURE NOT IMP. 


-o 


.0 05 


0 


.004 




. 9496 


L39b3 


POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 


0 


.027 


0 


.Q05 




.0207 , 


1.0 1*03 


"LUCK MORE IMP.. THAN WURK 


-0 


.034 


0 


.009 




. 9839 


1 . 4085 


" SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" 


-0 


.056 


0 


.009 




. 1666 


1 . O802 


"PLANS DO-N'T WORK OUT" . 


-0 


.021 


0 


.00b 




. 1303 


1 .0632 


a NOT MUCH TO BE PRUUD OF" 


-0^031 


0 


.008 




.4609 


1 .2 169 


CORRECTING INEQUALITY NOT IMP 


0 


.035 


0 


.010 




.5264 


1 .2355 


NO SERIOUS TROUBLE WITH LAW 


0 


.011 


0 


.004 




. 0676 


1 .0332 


PHYSICALLY UNATTRaCIIVE 


-0 


.060 


0 


.009 




.287? - 


1 .5124 


MARRIED 


0 


.036 


0 


.U03 




.0439 


1.0217 


EXPECTING KIDS BY 25 


-0 


.024. 


0 


. 0JL 1 




.8696 


It 

1 .3674 


EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 24 s 


-0 


. 008 


0 


.005 




.1833' 


1.0876 


EX'PET.T. 10 FINISH COLLEGE 


-0 


.036 


0 


.0 07 




.6555 


1 .2667 


SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 


-0 


.002 


0 


.006 




.9611 


1 .4004 


EXPECTING NO KIOS 


-0 


.021 . 


0 


.006 




.8111 


1 .2693 


HARD OF HEARING - • 


-*0 


.005 - 


0 


.003 




.3543 


1 « it>36 


VQCAB. SCORE" 


1 


.702 


0 


.062 




.6027' 


1 .2660/- 


READING SCORE 


0 


.911 


o. 


.060 




• 587 v 9 


1 ,2'60 1 


MATH, PART, 1 SCORE 


u 


.567 


u 


.08« 




.5631 


1 .2502 


MATH,. PART 2 SCORE 


0 


.068/ . 


0 


.047 




.ao6i 


1 ,34a7 


SCIENCE SCORE 


• 0 


.7 20 


0 


.067 




.9322 


1 .3900 


WRITING SCORE 


-1 


.b'09 


0 


.070 




.6g75 


1 .2913 


CIVICS SCORE * 

* 


u 


.899 


0 


.056 


2 


.2379 


1 .4960 












I 
■ 


ti \ fl fa 5 


1 1813 


MEAN 


\ 


> 






i 


.4620 ' 


1 .2075 


STANDARD DEVIATION " "\ 










0 


.380b . 


0.1569 


MEDIAN 










1 


.5036 


1 .22b2 


MINIMUM X 










0 


,8287 


0.9103 


MAXIMUM N 










2 


.2872 


1 .5124 


Range . . • 










1 


.4585 v 


0.6021 


NUMBER OF (MONCOMPUTaBLE DEFFS= 0 

\ 












-J- 





V 
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-A4-34- 



SOPHOMORE COHORT 

DOMAIN: SCHOOL PROGRAM GENERAL 
STATISTICS: FOLLOw-UP 



• STAIISMC 

FORKED LAST WEEK 
WORKING At CLEHICAL JOB 
"PEOPLE GOOF OFF AT WORK " 
M WORK BETTER THAN SCHOOL" 
"WORK ENCOURAGE GOOD HABITS" 
FATHER NOlM PROFESSIONAL 
FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 
MOTHER FINISHED COLLEGE 
WATCH MORE THAN ONE HUUR TV 
SUCCESS IN .WORK VERY IMPORT . 
MONEY NOT IMPORTANT 
BEING COMMUNITY LEADER IMP. 
LIVING CLOSE TO PARENTS IMP. 
LEISURE NOf IMP. 
POSITIVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 
"LUCK MURE IMP. THAN WORK 
" SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" 
/'PLANS DON'T WORK OUT" 
"NOT MUCH TO BE PRUUO OF" 
CORRECTING INEQUALITY NOT IMP 
NO SERIOUS TROUBLE WlTn LAW 
PHYSICALLY UNATTKACTiVE 
MARKIED i 
EXPECTING KIDS BY 25 
EXPECTING OWN PLAC?!* BY 24 
EXPECT TO FINISH COLLEGE 
SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 
EXPECTING NO KIDS 
HARD OF HEARING 
VOCAB. SCORE 
READING SCORE 
MA1H, PART 1 SCORE 
MATH, PART 2 SCORE 
SCIENCE SCORE 
WRITING SCOkE, • . ^ 
CIVICS SCORE 5 



ESTIMATE 

I 

0.510 
0 .231 
0.138 
0.552 
0 .7.69 
0.917 
0 .153 
0 .099 
0.818 ' 
0 .84 0 
0.101 
0.439 
0.705 
0.019 
0.927 
0 .136 
0 .290 
0 ,22b 
0.140 
0.417 
0 .940 
0.111 
0 . 044 
0 .567 
0.927 
0 .256 
0 .854 
0 ..089 
0.020 
9.362 
6.675 v 
8.S35 
2.049 
8.824 
8.592 
5.04b 



SE 

0.00b 
0.007 
0 . 0 0 b 
0.008 
0.006 
0.005 
0.006 
0.005 
0 .005 
0.004 
0.004 
0.006 
0^007 
0 .002 
0.003 
0 .004 
0 .006 
D . OUb 
0.004 
0 .006 
0.004 
0.005 
0.003 
0.007 
0.003 
0.007 
0 .006 
0 .005 
0.002 
0.091 
0.080 
0.131 
0 .038 
0.07b 
Q..083 
0 .035 



DEFF 

2.5472 
2.2547 
2.2260 
1 .9461 
1 .6629 



2 
2 
2 



,b8b0 
,2526 
.4707 
1 .frl84 
1.1109 
1 . b36 0 
2.3861 
2. 17£4 
.2.0038 
,1 .1560 
1 .1699 
2.5974 
1 .7509 
1 .1337 
1 .3608 
2.6105 
2.2892 
1 .8146 
1.6971 
1 . 1237 
2.2478 
2.4957 
2.6327 
1 .9614- 
821b 
8b89 
9327 
0424 
2.7230 
2.4537 
0.4174 



2 
2 
2 
2 



DEFT 

.5960 
.5016* 
.4927 
.3950 
.2896 
. b9ttd 
.5009 
.5719 
.2722 
.0540 
.2791 
.5453 
.4752 
.4156 
,0752 
.0816 
. b 1 1 6 
.3232 
.0b47 
. 16b5 
.6157 
.5130 
1^.3471 
.3027 
. 0600 
.4993 
.5798 
.6226 
.4076 
.b79tt 
.6936 
.7125 
.4291 
.6502 
.5b64 
0.6461 



MEAN (PROPORTIONS ONLY) 
MEAN 

STANDARD DEVIATION 

MEDIAN 

MINIMUM 

MAXIMUM 

RANGE 

NUMBER OF NONCOMPUT ABLE DEFFS: 



r 



ERJC 
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2.0022 

2.041« 

0.6179- 

2.2 0-22 

0.4174 

2.9327 

2.5153 



1.4013 
1 .4093 
0.2389 
1 .4839 

0 .6461 
1.7125 

1 . u oe>4 



-A4-35- 



sophomore cqmo-rt 

domain: school program general 

statistics: base year 

«*. statistic 



ESTIMATE 



SE 



OEFF 



DEFT 



WORKED LAST WEEK 
WUKKlNG AT CLERICAL JOB 
"PEOPLE GQOF OFF AT WURK" 
"WORK BETTER" THA*N SCHOOL" 
"WORK ENCOURAGE GOOD HABITS" 
FATHER NON PROFESSIONAL 
FATHER FINISHED COLLEGE 
MOTHER F TN I SHED COLLEGE 
WATCH- MORE THAN ONE HOUR TV 
SUCCESS IN WOWK VERY IMPORT. , _ 
MONEY NOT IMPORTANT 
BEING COMMUNITY LEADER IMP. 
LIVING CLOSE TO PARENTS IMP . 
LEISURE NOT IMP. 
RflSITlVE ATTITUDE TO SELF 
•M_UCK MORE IMP. THAN WORK 
"SOMEONE PREVENTS SUCCESS" 
"PLANS DON'T WORK. 0 U ? " 
"NOT MUCH TO BE PROUD OF" 
CORRECTING INEQUALITY NOT IMP 
NO SERIOUS TROUBLE wJTH LAW 
PHYSICALLY UNATTRACTIVE 
MARRIED * 
EXPECTING KIDS BY 25 v 
EXPECTING OWN PLACE BY 24 
EXPECT TO FINISH COLLEGE 
SATI 3FIE0 WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 
EXPECTING NO KIDS 
HARD OF HEARING 

vocab. score 

kEading^score 

math, part 1 score ** 

maTh f PART 2 SCORE 
SCIENCE SCORE 
WRITING SCORE 
CIVICS SCORE 



0 


.358 , 


0.007 


2,07 39, 


Lv 4 4 0 1 


0 


.080' 


0.003 


0 . 9836 


0.9-91 b 


0 


.166 


Q . 0 0 5' 


1 .3380 


1 .1567 


0 


.594 


0.007 


1 /5450 


1 .2430 


0 


.7 3*7 


0.00b 


■1.4173 


* 1.1905 


0 


.917 


0.003 


' 0\857 9 


0 . 9262 


0 


.164 


0.00b 


1 .7145 


1 .3094 , 


0 


.096 


0 e 005 


2. 1853 


1 .47 83 


0 


.922 


0.004 


2 . 1443 


1 . 464 3 


0 


.829 


Ap .0 0b 


1 .67u6 


1. 2,926 


0 


. 104 


D . 0 0 4 


1 * b240 


1 .2744 


0 


.513 


0,. 0 07 


1 . 8212 


1.3495 


0 


.7 40 


0.00b' 


1.7512 


1 .3233 


0 


.026 


. 0'. 0 02 


1 .4976 


1 .2236« 


0 


.905 


0.004 


• 1.5401 


- 1.2410 


0 


.177 


0.00b 


1 .4355 


1 . 1981 


0 


.347 


0 . 006 . 


1 .291 0 


1 . 13o2 


.0 


.258 


0.005 


1 .0954 


1 .046b 


0 


.185 


0.006 


2 .0095 


1.417b 


0 


.391 ) 
.933-r 


0 .007 


1 .914b 


1 .3837 


0 


0.004 


2.3542 


1 .5343 


0 


.179 


0 .005 


1.5150 


1.2309 


0 


.004 


0.001 . 


2.3263 


1 .§252 


0 


.621 


0.006 


1 .3059 


1 . 1428 


0 


.940 


0.003 


1 .3886 


1 .1784 


0 


.27 1 


oJbOS 


1 .1959 


1 .093b 


0 


.883 


0 . 005 


2.1865 


1.4787 


0 


.108 


0. 004 


1 .4627 


1.2177 


0 


.026 


0.002 


1 .3120 


1 .1454 


7 


.332 


0.071 


1 .9695 


1 .4034 


5 


.640 


0.062 


1 .9947 


X .4123 


7 


.881 


0. 132 


3.3949 


1 .6425 


1 


.909 


0.037 - 


2.1314 


1 .4599 


7 


.96b 


0.074 


2.6461 


1 .b'2b7 


7 


.104 


0.090 


"Si. 01 23 


1 .7356 


a 


.005 . 

- Vj 


0 . 044 


0 .7564 


0 .8697 

* 



MEAN (PROPORTIONS ONLY) 

MEAN ' 

STANDARD OEVIATION 

MEDIAN 

MINIMUM 

MAXIMUM 

RANGE 

NUMBER OF NONCOMPUT ABLE DEFFS: 



1 .6346 
1 .7468 
0 .5684 
1.64Atf 

0 . 75W 
3 .3949 

2\o385 



1 .2679 
1.3051 
0.2113 
1 .2835 
0 .8697 
1 .8425 
0 .9726 



9 

RIC 



296 



y 
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-A4-36- 



30PH0M0RE COHORT 

JOMAIN: SCHOOL PROGRAM GENERAL 
STATISTICS I CHANGE 

STATISTIC 

-vORKED LAST WEEK 

forking* at clerical job 
"people goof off at work" 
""work better than school" * 
"work encourage good habits" 
r ather i^on professional 
-ather finished college 
mother finished college 
watch more than one hour tv 
success in work very .import, 
money not important " * 

being community leader imp. 
living close to parents imp. 
leisure not imp. 
positive attitude to self 
"luck mure imp. than work 
-"someone prevents success" 
"plans oon't work out" 
"not much to be proou of" 
correcting inequality not imp 

NO SER'IOUS TROUBLE wITn LAW 
PHYSICALLY UNATTRACTIVE 
MARRIED 

EXPECTING KIDS ,B Y 25 
EXPECTING OWN PLACE B^Y 2a 
EXPECT TO FINISH COLLEGE 
SATISFIED WITH LESS THAN COLLEGE 
EXPECTING NO KIDS 
HARO OF HEARING 
VOCAB. SCORE 

READING SCORE < _ W 

MATH , PART t SCORE 

MATH, PART 2 SCORE 

SCIENCE SCORE 

WRITING SCORE 

CIVICS SCORE 



\ 



N 



ESTIMATE 

0 . Ib5 
* 0 > 149 
-0.029 
-0.040 
0 .059 
0.002 
-0.00 1 
-0.002 
-0.098 
0*007 
-0.092 • 
-0*072 
-0.037 
-0.009 
' 0.02b 
-0 .039 
-0 .052 
-0 .035 
-0.053 
0 . 02b 
0.00b 
-0 . 074 
0.051 
-0.0 17 
-0.011 
-0 .030 
-0.024 
-0.023 
-0.006 
2.0 10 
0.99b 
0.949 
0 . 1 b 7 
0.805 
1.533 
1 .03b 



SE 

0 ,009 
0 .009 
0-. 007 
0.012 
0.007 
/O . 0 0 5 



DEFF 



0.005 
0.003 
0 .005 
0.00b 
0.005 
0..0 10 
0.00b 
0.003 
0.005 
0.00b 
0 .009 
0 .009 
0.00b 
0.006 
0 .004 
0.00b 
0.003 

o.oob 

0.004 
0.00b 
0.005 
0.00b 
0.003 
0 . 055 
0.050 
0 .0b3 
0 .040 
0 .0b5 
0 ,0b9 
0->054 



DEFT 

.37b5 
,.5571 
. 1C73 
.4391 
.97 30 
.55^5 
.5425 
r .l359 
.134c: 
.143 7 
.250b 
.55b9 
;3b8<-> 
.41b3 
,2b lei 
.193c 
.3o0 : . 
.4570 
. 1 09b 
. Ib71 
.2709 
.2359 
.1030 
.21ol 
.0797 
.1574 
.1594 
.4740 

- i e i 

.3021 
.1687 
.4520 
.3550 
.b204 
.4903 
.6383 



, MEAN (PROPORTIONS ONLY) 
MEAN 

STANDARD OEVIATION 

MEDIAN 

MINIMUM* 

MAXIMUM 

RANGE . . 

NUMBER OF ^NCOMPUTABLE DEFFS; 



1 .8971 
1 .7723 

0 . 48t)0 

1 .bb83 

0 . 94b8 
2.8b40 

1 .737,2 



.2914 
.3190 
.1828 
.291b 
.9730 
.8363 
0 ,bb53 
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7 



o 



